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ARTHUR A. INGRAM. 
PETlTION FOR APPEAL. 
To the Ho'toorable Judges of the Supreme Court of Appeals 
of Virginia: 
Ylour petitioner, Bessie :c. Ingram, respectfully represents 
that she is aggrieved by a final decree of the Hustings Court, 
Part Two, of the City of Richmond, ·virginia, entered on the 
19th day of 1\fay, 1937, in this cause. By said final decree 
Arthur A. IngTam was relieved from paying to your peti-
tioner alimony which the Court had formerly awarded to her 
upon granting her a divorce from the said Arthur A. Ingram, 
all of which will appear from the terms of said decree set out 
on page 93 of the record. From said decree your petitioner 
prays an appeal. A transcript of the record of said proceed-
ings is herewith presented and asked to be read as a part of 
this petition, from which the facts hereinafter set forth and 
the errors complained of may be seen. 
STATEMENT OF FACTS. 
On February 13, 1932, a decree of divorce was entered in 
this cause by which decree Bessie 10. Ingram was allowed 
alimony, the amount thereof being changed from time to time. 
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At the time of the entry of the decree complained of she was 
receiving $22.50 per month under decree of February 12, 
1935. 
On March 5, 1936, Arthur A. Ingram :filed a petition alleg-
ing in the most general terms that Bessie C. Ingram com-
mitted adultery with one Percy C. Wooters in the City of 
Richmond in 1934 and 1935, and at various other times and 
places, including- the City of Norfolk, and prays for the· an-
nullment of said decree of F'ebruary 12, 1935 (R., p. 3). 
In support of his petition the appellee on the 16th day of 
March, 1936, took depositions of himself and Percy C. 
Wooters, the alleged paramour, and thereafter your peti-
tioner took depositions of herself and eight other witnesses 
. in refutation of the appellee's evidence. It was on these 
depositions that the trial court rendered the decree complained 
of. 
ASSIGNMENT OF ERRORS. 
1. The Court erred in entering the decree of May 19, 1937, 
basP.d solely on the uncorroborated testimony of Percy C. 
Wooters, the alleged paramour. 
2. The Court erred in entering said decree in disregard of 
the pla~n prepo~derance of the evidence in favor of appellant 
on the issues raised by the pleadings. 
3. The Court's action in entering said decree was contrary 
to the law and the evidence. 
ARGUMENT . 
.&ll assignments or error are so closely related that they 
may conveniently be discussed together. 
While appellee alleges in his petition that he is financially 
unable to pay the sum of money allowed the appellant as 
alimony without great hardship to him, and. that appellant is 
a young- woman and self-supporting, it is clear from the rec-
ord that the :financial condition of the parties has not ma-
terially changed in appellee's favor, and that he relies solely 
upon the charge of adultery to defeat alimony, and that the 
court based its ac.tion on this phase of the case. 
The appellee testified that in October or November, 1935, 
he had several telephone calls as a result of which he made 
an investigation of the :appellant's conduct. He stated that 
he learned that several men were constantly seeing appellant 
at her place of business and also in her apartment. He states 
that he found this out himself; but he does not explain any 
of the cir.cumstances, or state from what source he learned 
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these facts (R., pp. 10-11). Tl1e telephone calls are the only 
sources he gives for his information. He states nothing to 
show that these Platters were 'vithin his own knowledge. The 
fact is that his only source of information was Percy C. 
Wooters, because only Wooters was produced as a witness 
to the charges . .Appellee distinctly states that he received his 
first information in regard to the charges in October or No-
vember 1935 (R., p. 10). This negatives any inference that 
might have been drawn from his testimony that he had per-
sonal kno,vledge of any of those charg·es, since the testimony 
of Wooters is to the effect that all the acts of misconduct be-
tween appellant and himself were prior to the time appellee 
received his information. Therefore, the ,allegations of 
adultery hang solely upon the urncorrob.orated testimony of 
Percy C. Wooters, the alleged paramour of appellant, The 
c.harges are denied by appellant and rebutted by the _testi-
mony of many credible witnesses. 
Percy C. Wooters testified that he registered ·at a hotel 
in Norfolk with appellant in September or October, 1928 (R., 
p. 23). He failed to disclose the name of the hotel and no 
attempt was made by appellee to corroborate this important 
pieee of evidence by the hotel reoords. Appellant admits 
that she went to Norfolk about that time to see a doctor, and 
Wooters, no doubt, knew about it and fitted his story to the 
occasion. Appellant has been confronted with no detailed 
account of this incident capable of being rebutted, except to 
make a gBneral denial of it, which she emphatically did. 
Wooters further testified that from 1928 up to eight or nine 
months a~o (at time he testified, which would be J nne or 
July, 1935), he saw appellant practically every day and had 
intercourse with her on numerous occasions (R., pp. 24-25). 
The witness states that the last time he remembers talking to 
Mr. Shelton was about a year ago. Tl1e attention of the Court 
is called to the fact that Wooters volunteered the statement 
that there was no money involved in the affair-no bribery-
bAfore any one had suggested the matter (R., p. 29). On cross 
~xamination he admitted that he told Mr. Shelton that Mr. 
I n_qra;m hM, asked him if he 1.vould testify for him for one 
hundred doUars (R., p. 32); that at ~{r. IngTam's request he 
went to see Ingram's attorney to learn if it would be all right 
for someone to pay him one hundred dollars if he would tell 
what he lrnew; that the attorney said "positively no", and 
that was the end .of it (R., pp. 33-34). It thus developes that 
about a. year before these depositions were taken Mr. Ingram 
'vas trying to ~et evidence from Wooters and was willing to 
pay for it. This was about the time the decree was entered 
increasing appellant's alimony and after appellee had taken 
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on a new wife. But Wooters then had a position. He sayb 
he was a salesman on the street and called on appellant al-
most every day. He didn't say where he called on her, but 
it appears from the record that she was at work every day. 
When Ingram made his "investigation'' (and if he investi-
gated anybody but Wooters the record doesn't show it), 
Wooters was without a position, and his wife was working 
and supporting· him and paying the rent. Ingram might have 
thought the time propitious to "investig·ate"-Wooters. 
In rebuttal of the charg·e of misconduct made against ap-
pellant by Wooters is the testimony of many witnesses who 
have known appellant for years and have lived in the same 
houses 'vith her, and near her, and visited her constantly all 
attesting to her good reputation and excellent conduct 
throughout the period covered by vV-ooters' charges. 
_A. C. Redfern, a druggist, testified that he had known ap-
pellant for about three years; that he roomed in her apart-
ment at 418 West Grace Street about five months; that while 
there he had opportunity to observe the conduct of appellant; 
that he never saw any improper conduct on her part and 
never heard anything· derog·atory of her character. He testi-
fied that the only men visitors he saw there were hVio boarders, 
Williams and Johnson (R., pp. 48-52). 
D. W. Duling, Lieutenant of Detectives, testified that he 
had known appellant for five years; that her general reputa-
tion was good, so far as he knew; that he had been in her 
apartment at 320 West Grace Street, and at 901 West Grace 
Street, sometimes unannounced, and that he never saw ·any-
thing improper, and had never seen a man in her apartment 
(R., pp. 53-54). · 
Mrs. P. E. Powers, ·who has known Mrs. Ingram for about 
three years, stated that she has frequently visited appellant, 
both day and night, in her home; that she never saw anything 
I improper going on in the home, and that appellant's general 
reputation was fine (R., pp. 55-56). 
Dr. Guy B. Creasy, stated that he has lmown appellant 
about three years; that she was living on the third floor of 
418 West Grace Street when he moved into "the lower floor; 
that her g-eneral reputation was good, so far aE? he knew; that 
she ran a cleaning and pressing business right across the 
street; that he had an opportunity to observe her 'vhere she 
worked as well as where she lived, and that he never sa'v any-
thing improper in her conduct (R., pp. 57 -58). 
Mrs. L. M. Farriss, testified that she has known appel-
lant about eight years; that for the first five years she visited 
appellant every two or three days; that plenty of times she 
went to the home unannounced but saw nothing improper in 
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the conduct of appellant-always found her a perfect lady-
never saw any men in her apartment (R., pp. 59-60). 
Mrs. L. G. Watts, who has known appellant about three 
years, says her general reputation is very good; that she 
lived in the next apartment to lVIrs. Ingram at 320 West Grace 
Street and saw her every time she went in and out-that she 
was a perfect lady (R., pp. 61-64). 
M. Haley Shelton, who was attorney for Mrs. Ingram, 
testified that Mr. W1ooters on one occasion came to his office 
and stated that Mr. Ingram had offered him one hundred dol-
lars to testify that he had stayed with lVIrs. Ingram; that 
Wooters stated that he could not so testify because he had 
never been familiar with her. This witness stated that he 
saw Wooters and Ingram talking at a fire plug as he passed 
and immediately thereafter Wooters came to his office and 
gave him certain information. This witness further testified 
that Wooters stated to him that he had never had intercourse 
with appellant (R., pp. 65-69). 
Mrs. Susie Southworth stated that she met appellant 
about eight years ago when they moved into an apartment 
together at 418 "\Vest Grace Street where they lived for about 
two years; that they became friends and visited constantly; 
that she always called on appellant without letting her know 
she was coming; that she never saw any men in appellant's 
apartment; that she never saw Percy C. Wooters in the apart-
ment house, and that appellant's general reputation is good 
(R., pp. 87-91). 
With this array of disinterested witnesses of unquestioned 
integTity testifyin,g from actual observation, the appellant an-
swers the vague charges of appellee's petition and the testi-
mony of Percy C. Wooters. 
According to appellant's testimony, Wooters came to her 
place of business in December, 1935, and sugg·estecl that he be 
allowed to come to her apartment and have a steak dinner 
(R., pp. 75-76); that she threatened to have him arrested if 
he came there again, and that that 'vas the last time she had 
seen him. It will be observed that this was about the time 
Mr. Ingram was making his investigation of the appellant. 
Appellant, testified that Mrs. Hord came to her apartment 
Sunday before Easter, 1935, and showed her a letter in 
Wooters' handwriting, which read as follows: "Dear 1\tirs. 
Hord: Meet n1e at Woolworth's, I want you to help me to 
frame Bessie" (R., p. 78). Wooters was never recalled to 
deny writing this letter, which was written about the time he 
said Mr. Ingram was offering him one hundred dollars to 
testify for him. 
Wooters testified with the utmost effrontery that on numer-
6 
otis occasidris over a period of s~t~tttl yeats he visited apPe1.; 
lant at het aparttnent and tooi{ liei; around iii his autofuobi_l~; 
'lihis the appellant denies. Nb attempt was Iiiad~ by appellee 
to shttW by a sihg1e «ritriess that qppelhiiit ana W oC1ters wer¢ 
~tet se~ii to~etlWr; €itliet t1tit i;idiii~ ot iii ~er apattment. 
'rhe appelUtnf.has given tlie Corltt th~ b&ne:fit of the testitlidliy 
of the witnesses who were iii t.he cltlsest contact witli her duf.: 
i:tig the peftoti cover~tl by Wodt@fs' tHiarges tJf il\isc6nduct; and 
it is qiilte sigiiificafit that tli~ appelle~ was uii8.;ble tu prodlice 
a witness; eie~pi Wooters, wlid &ri Niise a troiee against the 
rlhatact~r df appellarlt ft wtJUld lle morlsttdils Hi the ex.: 
tteme _to all6W the titicdt;r.d:borated t~stimony of a witness 
like Wooters lias piclttlred himself tti b~, t6 brand tlie f:tppel.: 
laiit wit1i tli~ rlHtt·k: of d&gradatidn aiid tief~at t1i~ alimony 
whJc.h Was ii"WattieB. liet tty the dou.rt _ 
The rule With r~fef~nc~ to the ~~ig1it tti be giv~fi the testi-
iiidii.y of a parairitJtlf is tlius stat&d iii 19 c; J.; P~ 141, §ec. 364: 
''W4ile the testimony df the alleged pa.famohr inay be con-
sidered in determining the ~faet of adultery; it is liable ·to 
grave suspicidh and shoiild be arlted upon WitH extreme cau.; 
tidil; and ordinarily. unless it is corroborated it is not sufli;; 
cient to establish guilt; especially wher~ the ch~raeter of th~ 
particeps criminis is st:tch as to indicate its falsity. Tlie 
rule, hoWever; teqtiifirlg· the testimony of a paramour to b~ 
correbdratetl is ~ot a hfitd and fast rttle which must be applied 
in every case, but seems rather a precaution on Qi@ pdrt of tlie 
court than a fttle of la.w; and c~rrobdtation of a particeps 
ciiniini.~ is not fequi_fed where he denies th~ al.leged criminal.; 
ity~ or "Where defeiit1ant declines to testify in his uwn behalf; 
The facts and circumstances reiied on as rlorfoboratidh of tha 
paramour's testimony. must be material ,and tend to prove 
that the adultery was iii fact committed:" . 
fn wesiey v. Wesli#J, 18i ky. i35; the Coiirt said: 
"Witness~s wlio testify- to tlieit own sliame and degrada.: 
tion and esp~eially tlidse witrtesses who testify to nnrlhaste 
acts With females have netfet· bsen fav~fites of th~ courts of 
justice. .Beatty v .. Be12tty; 151 Ky. 547; And~t.Sion if. 111tder-
son, laB Ky: 773; EvWiiS -tt.1ll·vansJ ~B Ky. a1o~ Surlh wittt~sses 
ara invafidbly disrlfetlited and disbelieved iff such case un-
less strohg1y corruburated. • • *" 
ProfP.ssfir Greenleaf dismisses this kind of evidence iii a 
very slrininary way: He say§ ''the par am out is an admissible 
witness; but being particeps criminis, his evideiiee is Dnt 
weak;" (Q vbt see. 46). · 
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Tha burden is tin ~he appelle~ to pr~ve the allegations by 
a pre·ponde:Fance <>f the evidence~ 'ml.Use charges have been 
substantiated 6'11ly by the linedrrobbrated testimony of 
Wooters,. the ~lleg·ed paramour. If we were to stop here, 
this patam8nr 's evide:hc(:1; in the language of Professor 
Greenleaf, would be ~eak. But accarding to his own testi-
mony the appellee had about a yeai; before approached 1Um 
witb tlie offer to pay hiin one hundred dollars to testify in 
his behalf against the appellant, and the witness considered 
the proposition and dropped it only l;>eeause adVised by conn-
sel that it would be illegal to accept it. This eircumstu:ti6e; 
it is true, could not destroy the admissibility of his evidence, 
but it certainly renders that which was w,eak before, still 
weaker, and leads to a strong stispic~on that the witness later 
accepted compensation to give the testimony here recorded. 
It is submitted that the record in this ease discloses that 
the decree ~omplained of is plainly 'vrong, and w!tliout ev.l-
dence to support it. _ 
A copy of this petition was delivered to tlie opposing c6ini-
sel .in the trial eourt on the 30th day of October, 1937 . 
. F.ot tlie err:~rs aforesaid, and ethers appealing on the faee 
of tlie ptoceeflings; y6iii; ··· etitionef prays that ari appeal may 
be a11owet1 lief from saiJ aecree; tliat aU errors may be cor~ 
recteci; that said deGi;ee of May 19; i,~mt, _may be revetse4 
and annulled; that tlie said decree or February 1~, .1935, 
awardi~g your petiti,on~r alimony may be x:einstated or an-
6th~~ cieeree a wattling .her .. aliirii)ny ehter~d~ and tliat. four 
peti titiiier may have sucli ot1ier, further ~iid generai relief as 
t~e iUitfife of her case may require or to eqUity riiay seem 
meet. 
And she will ever pray, ete. 
THOS. I. TALLEY, 
Attdtttey for Pl!titittttet . 
BESSIE 0: INGRAM, . 
By 436unsei. 
. -. i; Alfred E: Cohen; an .Attor}!~y 1:1;t Iaw; pra,cUcing hi the 
Supte~p.e Cou;rt of Appeal~ qf .Virginia; do eertif::y that, ih 
~Y opiniQn; the d~erae _complained of _in the .fdtegtling _peti~ 
ti.9n. should be reviewed and revet~ed by the SupremE! Oourl 
of Appeals~ 
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As counsel in the trial court I hereby acknowledge receipt 
of a copy of this petition this 30th day of ·October, 1937. I am 
not counsel for Arthur A.. Ingram at this time, however. 
CHAS. E MAURICE. 
Received Oct. 30, 1937. 
M. B. W .A,TTS, Clerk. 
January 10, 1938. Appeal awarded by the court. Bond 
$300. 
M. B. w~ 
RECORD 
VIRGINIA: 
City of Richmond, to-wit: 
Record of proceedings had before the Hustings Court, Part 
II, of the City of Richmond in a certain cause in chancery 
pending therein under the style of Bessie C. Ingram, Plaintiff 
aga;i;n,st Arthur~. Ingram, Defendant and wherein a final de-
cree was entered on the 19th day of May, 1937. 
And at another day, to-wit: At a Hustings Court, Part II, 
of the City of Riclunond, continued by adjournment and held 
at the courtroom thereof, in the City of Richmond, on the 
12th day of February, 1935. 
This cause came on this day to be heard upon the petition 
of Bessie C. IngTam praying for an increase in the amount 
of alimony to be paid her by Arthur A. IngTam. The said 
petition being filed upon motion of counsel for said Bessie C. 
Ingram by leave of court first obtained and was heard orally 
in open court. 
And it appearing to the court, a change has taken place in 
the circumstances and conditions of the parties since the or-
der of reduction was entered, and it further appearing from 
testimony taken orally before the court that- the said Bessie 
C. Ingram cannot live on what she is now earning and $10 
per month alimony.. It is therefore or..dered and decreed that 
hereafter the amount of alimony to be paid by the said Airthur 
A. IngTam to the said Bessie C. Ingram shall be $22.50/100 
per month. The same to be paid bi-monthly, one-half on the 
17th of each and every month hereafter and one-half on the 
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3rd, by check or money order to be mailed to the address of 
the said .Bessie C. Ingram until the further order of this 
court. 
page 2 ~ And at another day, to-wit: At a Hustings Court, 
Part II, of the city of Richmond, continued by ad-
journment and held at the courtroom thereof, in the City of 
Richmond, on the 5th day of March, 1936. 
This day came Arthur A. Ingram by counsel, and on motion 
of the said Arthur A. Ingram by his attorney it is ordered 
and decreed that he be alLowed to file his petition herein which 
is accordingly done. 
pag·e 3 ~ PETITION OF ARTHUR A. INGRAM. 
Filed March 5th, 193~. 
To The Honorable Ernest H. Wells, Judge of said Court: 
Your petitioner, Arthur A. Ingram, respectfully representR 
and showeth unto Your Honor the following facts and cir-
cumstances, to-wit: 
That under decree entered in this cause on the 12th day of 
February, 1935, your petitioner is required to pay the sum 
of $22.50 per month as alimony for the maintenance and sup-
port of Bessie C. Ingram. That decree of divorce was en-
tered in this cause on the 13th day of February, 1932, and 
that the provisions and allowance of the alimony set forth 
in said decree have been changed from time to time and the 
alimony is now as stated above and as provided for in the 
last mentioned decree of February 12, 1935. 
That your petftioner is financially unable to pay the said 
sum of money as above set f.orth without great hardship t.'l 
himself and denial of the necessities of life, while, on the 
other hand, the said Bessie C. IngTam is a young wom'ln and 
self-suppo1·ting. and amply able to provide for herself. 
That but recently your petitioner has learned that the said 
Bessie ·C. Ingram has committed adultery within recent years 
at various and sundry times and places with one Percy C. 
Wooters. 
That this information was not known to your petitioner al-
though he has for several years believed that the said Bessie 
C. Ingram was not conducting herself as sl1c should, he hav-
ing however recen.tly learned beyond any question that she 
has been guilty of adultery. · 
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Your petitioner therefore charges and alleges that on the 
. . . . clay of ........ , 1934, and on the . . . . day of 
page 4 ~ ...... , 1935, the said Bessie C. Ingram did com-
mit adultery in the 'City of, Richmond with the said 
Percy C. Wooters and has at various other times and places, 
including the City of Norfolk, committed adultery with the 
said Percy C. Wooters. 
Your petitioner further states that the facts above alleged 
w.ere unknown to him and he was unable to obtain knowledge 
of the same by diligence until recently and that he is now en-
titled to present said facts to this court to the end that such 
proper order and decree may be entered herein in view of the 
present and past conduct of the said Bessie C. Ingram. 
In tender consideration whereof and for as much as your 
petitioner is remediless in the premises save in a court of 
equity he prays that he may be allowed to file this his peti-
tion herein and that he be allowed to present evidence to the 
court in support thereof and that the court d.o consider such 
pertinent evidence as heretofore taken and filed in this cause 
along with such additional testimony as will be presented in 
support of this p~titio11; that your petitioner be relieved from 
the payment of further alimony to the said Bessie C. Ingram 
and that the provisions of the decree entered herein on the 
12th day of February, 1935, in so far as same requires the 
payment of alimony by your petitioner may be set aside and 
annulled, and your petitioner relieved from the payment 
thereof, and that your petitioner be gTanted all such other, 
further and general relief in the premises as the nature of 
his case may required to to equity seem met~t. 
And he will ever pray, &c. 
State of Virginia, 
City of Richmond, to-wit: 
ARTHUR A. INGRAM, 
Petitioner. 
page 5 ~ This day personally appeared before me the un-
dersigned Notary Public, Arthur A. Ingram and 
being duly sworn made oath·before me in my city aforesaid, 
that the state1nents contained in the foregoing petition so far 
as made of his knowledge are true and so far as made upon 
information be believes the same to be true. 
Ml\RGARET WATT, 
Notary Public .. 
~1:y commission expires May 28, 1938. 
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page _ 6 r Virginia : 
In Hustings Court Part II of the .City of Richmond. 
Arthur A. Ingram, Complainant, 
v. 
Bessie C. Ingram, Defendant. 
NOT]CE. 
To : Bessie C. Ingram 
You are hereby notified that on the 16th day of March, 1936, 
at the offices of Charles E. Maurice, 403 Mutual Building, 9th 
& MaincStreets, Richmond, Virginia, at 8 o'clock P.M. on that 
day, I shall proceed to take the depositions of Arthur A. In-
graln and others, to be read as evidence in my ~ehalf ·in a 
certain suit in equity pending- in the Hustings Court, Part 
II, of the City of Richmond, and particularly in support. of a 
petition filed therein o:n the 5th day of :~\{arch, 1936, praying 
that Arthur A. Ingram be released from the payment of ali-
mony in the above case; and if from any cause the taking of 
~aid depositions be not commenced, and if they be not com-
pleted in that day, the taking of said depositions will be ad-
journed from day to day in the same place and at the same 
time until they are completed. ·. -
ARTHUR A. INGR ... ~M, 
By 1CHARLES E. MAURICE, 
Counsel. 
Sheriff Return. 
Executed in the City of Richmond, Va. 3-10-35. By De-
livering A Copy of within Notice of Depositions to Bessie C. 
Ingram in person. · 
Sheriff fee 50c paid. 
.J. HERBE.RT MERCER, 
Sheriff of the City of Richmond, Va. 
By S. J. WINGFIELD, 
Deputy Sheriff. 
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page 7 ~· DEPOSITIONS FILED .. 
June 12th 1936. 
Arthur A. Ingram, Complainant, 
'V. 
Bessie C. Ingram, Defendant. 
The depositions of Arthur A. Ingram and others taken be-
£ore me, Robert ·C. Lyne, a Commissioner in Chancery of the 
•Circuit Court of the City of Richmond, Virginia, at Room 
403 1Yiutual Building, 9th and !fain Streets, Richmond, Vir-
ginia, at 3 o'clock P. M. on the 16th day of March, 1936, to be 
read as evidence in a certain suit in equity now pending in 
the Hustings Court, Part II, of the City of Richmond, Vir.:. 
ginia, wherein .AXthur A. Ingr~m is plaintiff, and Bessie C. 
Ingram is defendant; said depositions having been talten pur-
suant to notice hereto attached .. 
Present: Charles E. Maurice, Esq., counsel for the com-
plainant; 
Arthur A. Ingram~ the complainant in person; 
page 8 ~ M. Haley Shelton & Herman A. Cooper, Esqs., 
counsel for the defendant i and, 
Bessie C. Ingram, the defendant in person. 
page 9 ~ ARTHUR A. INGRAM, 
the complainant, a witness of lawful age, first being 
duly sworni saith and deposes as follows: 
DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
Bv Mr. Maurice: 
.. Q. Mr. Ingram, y.ou are the plaintiff, I believe, in this Pe-
tition which was filed in the Hustings Court, Part II, of the 
City of Richmond, Virginia, an March 5, 1936,. asking that a 
decree heretofore entered in the divorce suit be modified in 
accordance with the prayer of your petition f 
A. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Cooper: We would like to ask that the witnesses be 
separated, please sir, if there is more than one. 
Q. Mr. Ingram, you have alleged in this Petition that you 
are financially unable to pay the sum of money heretofore 
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decreed by the 'Court to be paid by you to Bessie C. Ingram 
without great hardship to yourself. Please state just what 
your average monthly earning has been ~or the period of the 
past 12 months? 
A. About $100.00 per month. 
Q. Have you been employed and working during all that 
period? 
page 10 t A. Well, except the time I was sick. 
Q. How long a time were you sic~ or incapaci-
tatedf 
A. About two months. 
Q. Where were y;ou during those two months Y 
.A. Clifton Forge, Virginia, and Mathews Councy. 
Q. Are you married at the present timeT • 
A. Yes. 
Q. You have married since you and Bessie C. Ingram have 
been divorced? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Have you had an unusual bills for your present wife? 
A. She has been under the doctor's care since last A'ugust. 
Q. }.fr. IngTam, what was the :first information which you 
received in regard to the. facts which you have alleged in 
your Petition which was filed in Court on March 5, 1936 7 
A. About October or November of last year-
Q. 19357 
A. 1935. 
Q. Well, just state what you started to say. 
A. I had severa 1 calls over the telephone. One was a woman 
by the name of Mrs. Hord. 
Q. I don't want you to give us the conversation, but what 
was the jist of this message to you? 
Mr. Shelton: That is the same thing, he can't tell what the 
jist of it was. 
page 11 } Q. As a result of those telephone calls and mes-
sages ·what did you do? 
A. I made some investigation. 
Q. About what and in regard. to what? 
A. The conduct and way Mrs. Ingram was living. 
Q. What Ingram, Bessie C. T 
A. Bessie C. Ingram. 
Q. Was living? 
_A. And I learned that some ·several men were constantly 
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seeing her at her place of business and also in her apart-
ment. 
By J\III·. Shelton : 
Q. Are you telling what somebody told you Y 
A. I found it out myself. 
Q. You found this out yourself? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. It wasn't what others had told you t 
A. I have already stated that. 
Mr. Shelton: All rig·ht, proceed on. 
By Mr. Maurice: (Continued) 
Q. Who did you find out, l\1:r. Ingram, was a frequent visitor 
to see Bessie C. Ingram Y 
A. One in particular wasP. C. Wooters. Other names were 
given me, and among those were Mr. Billinger, Mr. Clayton 
from Lunenburg· 10ounty, and Mr. Dave Williams 
page 1.2 } from Southside. I think he works for the Post 
Office on the Southside. 
Q. Did you later confront Mr. Wooters with certain in-
formation which you gathered 1 
A. Yes, I did, I saw him on the street and told him what I 
had found out. 
Q. Did you accuse him of anything? 
A. I accused him of what-
Mr. Shelton: Don't state what he said. 
Q. Did you accuse him of what is alleged in your Petition 
filed on March 5, 1936 Y 
A. Yes, I did. I told him that I had every right to believe 
it since the time that he lived in mv house as a boarder. 
Q. After y()u had done that what was your next move, Mr. 
Ingram! · 
A. I went to see Judge Wells about it, 
Q. And as a result you filed your Petition on March 5, 
1936? 
A. Yes, sir. He told me to get an attornev and file a Peti-
tion and he would consider it. · · 
Q. We are here today hearing the fac.ts alleged in that Pe-
tition? 
A. That is correct. 
Q. Do you know, Mr. IngTam, whether or not Bessie C. 
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Ingram is now employed, and if so, where Y · 
page 13 } A. Well, I know she is in this place of business ; 
she must be employed there, being there every day. 
Q. What place of business is thatY 
A. This branch of Peters Cleaners at 405¥2, I think is the 
uumber, I am not sure abou~ that, West Grace Street. 
CROSS EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Cooper: . 
Q. Mr. Ingram, for whom do you workY 
A. Chesapeake- and Ohio Railway Company. 
Q. In what capacity? 
A. Mail Clerk. 
Q. Under whom do you workf 
A. The manager is J. B. Smith. 
Q. J. B. SmithY 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And who is the paymaster' 
A. Mr. Hancock. 
Q. What are his initials f 
A!. I can't remember his initials right now. 
Q. You don't know his initials, but you come in contact 
with him twice a month? 
A. No, I do not. 
0. Who signs the pay checkf 
A~ I suppose he signs it: I don't ~ow whether I have even 
looked at that or not. 
page 14 ~ Q. What is your income per month as a mail 
clerkf 
A. It is an average of about $100.00. 
Q. Per month Y I am not talking about the time when you 
are off from work, but what is your income when you work 
full timeT · 
A. That is 'vhat I am telling you. 
Q. What was your income for FebruaryY 
A. February? I think it was somewhere around about 
around one hundred dollars, maybe one hundred and :five or 
one hundred and six. I am not sure. 
Q. What do you make a day? · 
A. $4.15. 
Q. $4.15? . 
A. For each day I work. 
Q. You were off two months of last year? 
A. Yes. 
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Q. Out sick two months Y 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. With whom did you stay in Mathews CountyY 
A. My father. 
Q. How long· were you in the Hospital in Clifton ForgeY 
A. About two weeks, I think. I was also in Grace Hos-
pital part of the time. I didn't mention that, but that was 
prior to the time I was operated on. 
page 15 ~ Q. What was the nature of your illness while you 
· were at Clifton ForgeY 
A. Appendicitis operation. 
Q. They paid you then, didn't they Y 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. For your work there! 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Did you lose any money as a result of this illness Y 
.Ai. Yes, sir, I did. I had to spend money in other ways. 
Q. Don't you belong to this Association that pays your 
hospital expenses for the time you are outT 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. All those were paid, then Y 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Why weren't they! . 
A. Because they didn't pay anything. We had to have 
extra clothes and Medicine; had to have a trained nurse, had 
to pay for that extra ;-private nurse. 
Q. Well, the Company pays you your salary wh~le you are 
sick with Appendicitis Y 
A. Yes, sir. . 
Q. And the relief organization to which you belong paid 
your hospital expenses? 
.A. They paid the hospital bills, just like I told you. 
Q. Where do you live nowY · 
A. 3114 Barton Avenue. 
page 16 ~ Q. Is that an apartment house Y 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. In whose name is that house? 
A. My present wife's. 
Q. Your second wife's name? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. How. many of the apartments are rented Y 
A. Two. 
Q. For wha.t amount Y 
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A. Well, that is not oovering my part of the testimony. 
Q. Will you answer the quea.tian Y 
A. ·You will have to get my wife to a,nswer that. 
Q. Y ott don't know that they rent for Y 
A. You will have to ask her. 
Q. Do you know what they rent fort 
A. I might know, but J,..,..,.., 
Q. Well, say what they rent forf 
A. I don't consider that matter my business. 
Q. That is not for you to answer; the Court rules on thatf 
A. It already is in the reoord two or three times. 
Q. This is a new Petition? 
A. You will have to ask her. I haven't seEln the last gon-
tracts they drew up. 
Q. You said you knew? 
Al I can tell you from hearsay. 
Q. What is that? 
page 17 ~ 1\fr. Maurice: If he does not know I don tt think 
he is competent to testify. 
By Mr. Maurice: 
Q. If you know of youP o'vn knowledg'e, Mr. Ingram, tell 
hini: if you don't, it is immatei'ial. It doesn't makE} any dif-
ference. 
A. I haven't anything in writing to prove it. She has the 
lease. 
~fr. Cooper: I want to move the Oourt to stPike all of the 
complainant's evidence up to this point beoauso of his re-
fusal to answer on cross e:xamination what seems to me to 
be a perfectly proper question, in view of the faet he has tes-
tified he has to take oaro of his wife, and that his wife has n 
separate income of her own. I think the question is proper, 
and he ought to be required to answer it since he has already 
said he knows \vhat the rental is but does not feel it is anv of 
my business. ., 
Bv Mr. Maurice: 
· Q! Do you kno'v what it is, ~b\ Ingram, or simply what 
somebody told you? 
A. I can tell what she told me; that is all. 
Q. If you know tell him? 
A. I can tell what she told me, if that is what he wants. 
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pag.e 18 . ~ By Mr. Cooper : (Continued) 
Q. That is exactly what I want? 
A. The amount is about between seventy and seventy-five 
dollars. That is gross rent; that is not net, that is gross. 
Q. Where does your wife work Y 
A. C. & P. Telephone Company. 
Q. In what capacity does she work there? 
A,. Secretary to Mr. Sutton. 
Q. Mr. Sutton Y 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Do you happen to know what her salary is? 
A. No, sir: I do not. 
Q. How long 'vas she ill T I believe you stated that she 
has been under the doctor's care since last AugustY 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Is she still sick? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. She is working every day, isn't she? 
A. Not all the time ; no, sir .. 
Q. She is working today? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. She is not too sick to work, then Y 
A. Part of the time she is. She loses right much time. 
Q. Do you know wl1at her ailment is Y 
A. Yes, sir. 
page 19 ~ Q. What is it? 
A. Bladder and kidney trouble. 
Q. How long has your wife owned these apartments 7 
.At. I couldn't give you the date because I don't know ex-
actly. I c~n give you the approximate date. 
Q. What is the approximate date Y 
A. 1929 or '30. I am not sure. 
Q. Did she acquire them before you married herY 
A. Yes. . 
Q. Your first wife also owned them, didn't she? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Mrs. Bessie C. Ingram never owned them 7 
.A:... She was part owner in the house before thev were made 
into apartments. w 
Q. Mr. Ingram, have you been advised that Mrs. Bessie C. 
Ingram, your first wife, has also been in ill healthY 
A. No. 
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RE-DIRIDC.T EXAMINA'I'ION. 
By Mr. Maurice: 
Q. Mr. Ingram, some questions have been asked you about 
property owned by your present wife. Do you know whether 
or not that property is encumbered, is mortgaged or has liens 
on it? 
A. Yes, sir ; I think so. 
Q. With what institution: are those liens held, 
page 20 ~ do you know? 
A. H. 0. L. C. 
Q. That is the Home Owners' Loan Cqrporation f 
A. And Jones and Robbins. 
Q. Are there first and second mortgages on that property! 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Do you know how much they are! 
. A. I can give you the approximate amount. 
Q. What is the approximate amount? 
A. About seventy-five hundred dollars. 
Q. About $7,500.00? 
.A. Yes, sir. 
RE-CROSS EXiliiNATION. 
By Mr. Cooper: 
Q. How many apartments are there in that house, Mr. In-
gram? 
A. It is two entire separate apartments, and my wife rents 
out three of the rooms of the lower apartment which we oc-
cupy. 
Q. You have two tenants up there 7_ 
A. No, if you. will allow me to explain this, if you want to 
put in the record I can explain it and you won't have to put 
all this other in. · 
Q. There are only two apartments in the house Y 
A. Only two separate apartments, you enter separate, and 
WP. occupy part of one. 
Q. Upstairs or down? 
A. Downstairs. 
page 21 ~ Q. And how many tenants have you got up-
stairs? 
A. One family. 
Q. One familyf 
A. Yes, sir. . 
· Q. Do you have any household servant at your home f 
20 Supteme OQurl of Appe&da of Vi:rgima 
Perc;y C. WoatQr~. 
A. Not all the ti.me. We ha.ve a gid that comes and cleans 
and cooks in the afternoon. 
And further this deponent aatth ;nQt .. 
By agreement of counsel the aignatul .. e of this witneae is 
waived.- . 
pagQ 22 ~ PERCY O. WOOTERS7 
a 'vitness of lawful age, first bQing duly sworn, 
saith and deposes as follows : · 
DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By 1\Jir. Ma-qrice : 
Q. Mr. Wooters, you are a resident of thQ Oity of Rich-
mond! 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. How long hav$ you lived in Riemnond Y 
A. How long? 
Q. Approximately? 
A. 47 years. 
Q. Are you ~equainte.d with Arthur A. Ingram a]Jd Bessie 
C. Ingram? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. How long hava you Imowu them, Mr. Wooters, approxi-
mately? 
.A. .A..bo.ut 16 yaa:rs.. 
Q. W era you aummoned to this h~aring thia afternoon? 
A. Yes, sir; that is the reason I am here. 
Q. Have you had occasion to aee Mra, Bessie 0. Ingram in 
any Qther. city than Riohmond, Virginia f 
.A, I am suppoaed to t~U the. truth, am I not 1 
Q. Yes. 
A. Yes, sir, 
Q. Wha.t city wafi thatf 
page 23 ~ · A. Norfolk. 
Q. Would you ·please tell tile (!ircumstances lead-
ing up to your meeting in Norfollt with Mrs. Bessie C. In-
gr~tmY 
A. Approximately September or October Qf 1928, the 18th, 
Mrs .. Ingram went to Norfolk over theN. & W, and I went to 
Norfolk over the C. & 0. I was working for the C~ & 0. 
Q. Was that by a pre-arranged agreement! 
.A, Yea, sir. 
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Q. Between you and Mrs. Ingram Y 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. .A!ll right, go ahea~. 
A. I met Mrs. IngTam in Norfolk and-met her at the 
depot-after that we went to some professional building, I 
don't remember which, as she said she wanted to see some 
doctor that had operated on her years ago. She saw that 
doctor. We came out and went to a cafe and had lunch. 
Q. What transpired then f 
A. We went to a hotel and registered. 
Q. What name did you register under Y. 
A. P. C. Wilson and wife. 
Q. Did you and Mrs. Ingram occupy a room together in that 
hotel7 
A. Absolutely. 
Q. Did you have intercourse with her while in 
page 24 ~ that room 7 
A. I did. 
Q. When did you all return to Richmond, Mr. Wooters? 
A. Mrs. Ingram sent a telegram back to Mr. or Mrs. 
Cousins, I don't recall which, as she was at that time living 
with that family; Dick ·Cousins and wife. She sent a tele-
gram back to them over the Western Union certifying to the 
fact she would be back that afternoon, she was there .attend-
ing to business. She came back over the N. & W. I came 
back ovAr the C. & 0. Got in Richmond about, I might say, 
5 :30 or 6 o'clock, something like that. 
Q. Mr. Wooters, have you had any occasion or any contact 
with her since that time? ·· 
A. I reckon I must answer, Yes. 
Q. Could you tell us about how often? 
A. Well, I mig·ht say continuously up until the time she 
moved in her last apartment, I might say, up until eight or 
nine months ago. 
Q. How often in a week's time would you see her f · 
A. Oh, I saw her practically speaking every day, because 
I was City salesman out on the street and would stop by, and 
if she had occasion to come downtown I would bring her down 
in my car, and if she had occasion to go somewhere else I 
would take her over in my car. ' 
Q. Did you have intercourse with her on anv of those occa-
sions? "' 
page 25 ~ A. Numerous occasions. 
Q. When was the last time, Mr. Wooters, do you 
recall you had intercourse with Mrs. Bessie C. Ingram? 
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A. It was at #9 North Linden, Linden Apartment, Apart-
ment #7, first floor. I might say that had been practically 
eight or nine months ago, maybe a little later, when she lived 
there in the Linden Apartment. 
Q. I understand you, 1\fr. vVooters, to say that from the 
time you took this trip to Norfolk and Diet Mrs. Ingram in ap-
proximately the fall of 1928, fron1 that time continuously up 
until about 8 or 9 months ago that you had intercourse with 
her practically most any time you wanted to.Y 
A. Whenever the occasion presented itself. Now, as far as 
keeping the exact d~tes of those things I never dreamed for 
a minute I would ever be called upon to specify, but I can 
give you, if I am pinned down to it, house numbers and years; 
that is, approximately speaking, when Mrs. Ingram moved 
from 418 West Grace Street. She lived at 418 on one occasion, 
in fact, on two occasions, two different apartments there. I 
been with her there. Been with her also at 419 West Grace 
Street. It was in 419, I think, to the best of my knowledge, in 
1931. And. as time went on she moved-she moved every 
time the moon changed, practically speaking, 
page 26 ~ moved to another apartment; moved, I think, to 
the Graham Apartments, 320 West Graee, and I 
havP. seen her there. Also at 514 West Grace, she had the 
first floor there. And from there she moved to the Linden 
Apartment. 
Q. You say you saw her at these different places; by that 
do you mean you had intercourse with her! 
A. Absolutely. 
Q. lVIr. Wooters, do you know a 1\{rs. Hord? 
A. I met her through Mrs. Ingram, she used to be one of 
Mrs. Ingram's friends, so l1rs. Ingram told me. 
Q. Do you know Mrs. Grace Burton, who is supposed to 
work with the Star Cleaning Company, or did work for them f 
A. Yes, sir; that is what I understood from Mrs. Ingram. 
She was police officer Anderson's woman. I met her once 
at the Star {jleaning Company's place, I took Mrs. Ingram 
up there in my car and we went out .for a ride. 
Mrs. Ingram made me acquainted with her; that is the only 
time I ever seen her. 
Q. Do you know police officer Anderson Y 
A. No. I wouldn't know him by sight. I have heard a 
-whole lot about him. I have heard lots of mighty nasty things 
about him, from what Mrs. Ingram said. 
Q. How about Mr. Percy S .. Smith? 
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A.. I heard some remark about him from Mrs. 
page 27 } Ingram. I have met him, yes ; l might know him 
and I might. not. 
Q. Do you know lVIrs. Susie Southworth t 
A. Yes. I met her. She lived at 419 West Grace Street. 
Oh, let's see, that was in 1931, I think, on the first floor. She 
had an apartment there and she had a boarder, and from 
what I can understand from Mrs. Southwortll-=-=Mrs. South-
worth can testify for herself, but-
Q. You need not tell us that as it is hearsay. 
A. I met 1\frs. Southworth, talked to her quite a bit, but 
not in recent years. 
CROSS EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Cooper! 
Q. }ilr. Wooters, where do you work? . 
A. At the present time I am not working. 
Q~ How long have you been out of work? 
A. I have been out of work, I might say, fot about lottr 
months. 
Q. Where did you last work t 
A* Zeller's Dairy Company .. 
Q. Zeller's 1 
A. Yes. 
Q.- In what capacity were y€>u employed? 
A. I was city salesman, out on the street aU day long~ 
Q. You are not a very good friend o£ Mr. Ingram, are you? 
A. Well, I wouldn't say yes and I wouldn't say 
page 28 } no. I try to be a friend to everybody; but some 
people one day they like you and the next day 
they don't like you, so this friend. stuff do:n 't get you no-
where. 
Q. You said you wouldn't have con1e if you hadn't gotten 
the summons' 
A. I g·ot a summons; yes, sir. 
Q. Yon wouldn't have come without itf 
A. No, sir; I would. not. 
Q. Now, how does it happen that 1\1:r. Ingratt1 knows that 
yo·u are the man who had been intimate with his· former wife? 
A. I don't know whether he knows it or not. He ottght to 
know it now. 
Q. What made him summons ym1 as a. witness? 
A. I don't know, from what I can understand Mr. Ingram 
got telephone calls from one or two women; who they were 
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I don't know .. I have no way of telling. Someone called him 
up and told him a whole lot of stuff, and I saw Mr. Ingram on 
the street casually passing as I would or some other man. 
Mr. Ingram stopped me and confronted me with it, and asked 
me if I would testify for him. I told him if I were summoned 
I would testify. · 
Q. So that is how he knew you did know all these things t 
A. Evidently. 
Q. You admitted ·everything he accused you of Y 
A. Of course, there was nothing else to do. 
Q. Axe you married Y 
page 29 ~ A. Oh, yes. But I want it dist~nctly understood 
in the presence of Mrs. IngTam and her attorneys 
that there is no money involved in this whatever; no bribery 
and nothing else; I have been accused of it heretofore; I have 
been accused by Mrs. Ingram. 
Q. Are you living with your wife nowY , 
A. Absolutely. · 
Q. When did Mrs. Ingram accuse you of wanting money to 
testify Y When did she accuse you f 
A. Well, here, I might say, 1934, I got a Buick car. Mrs. 
Ingram asked me what it cost, and I told her $400.00, and 
she accused me a half-dozen times, a half-dozen different 
times, that Mr. Ingram gave me that money to. buy that car 
with. Mr. Ingram never gave me a nickel in his life. She 
also went so far as to say to Mr. Shelton, that she believed I 
got that money from· Mr. Ingram. 
Q. Well, let's see. Do you know ~1:r. Shelton¥ 
A. Oh, yes. 
Q. Is that the gentleman sitting there (indicating) f 
A. Oh, yes. I know Mr. Shelton very well. · 
Q. Did you ever talk to Mr. Shelton Y 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. When? . 
A. Oh, some g·ood long while ago. ~Ir. Shelton would prob-
ably know that better than I do. 
Q. I ask you if you remember the date? 
pag·e 30 ~ A. No, I don't. I might say it has been a year 
ago. 
Q. You remember every ·address and the dates \Vhen you 
were so intimate with Mrs. Ingram, do you notY 
A. Oh, yes. . 
Q. But you don't know when you last saw Mr. Shelton f 
A. Well, I can tell you approximately speaking. 
Q. Well, that is close enough; when was thatf 
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A. The last time I remember talking to Mr. Shelton was 
in regards to Mrs. Ingram; she asked me to go down and 
see Mr. Shelton and see if some arrangement could be made 
to get her diamond ring from him. 
Q . .A,bout how long ago was that? 
A. Oh, I might say it has been eight months ago, 9 months 
ago, 11 months ago; and she also made several mighty nasty 
statements about Mr. Shelton; that it was my fault that he 
had her diai:nond ring; that it was my fault that her alimony 
was cut down before'; that I was the man that had wrote to 
her brother telling him where she was hanging up with an-
other man. 
Q. Will you answer my question? 
A. Yes, sir. , 
Q. As to when was the last time you saw Mr. Shelton Y 
A. I can't tell approximately the date or the month, but 
it has been within the ·past year. I talked to Mr. Shelton in 
regard to the diamond ring·; and, if I am n·ot wrong, Mr. Shel-
ton told me when 1\{rs. Ingram paid him sixty, 
page 31 ~ which she owed hhn then, he· would turn over the 
~ ring. When I came back and reported to her what 
Mr. Shelton said her a;nswer was, that if she ever got that 
diamond ring she would carry it right to Schwartzchild and 
have it tested to verify the fact if it was the same ring. 
Q. I don't think all that is necessary to tell when was the 
last time you saw Mr. Shelton. 
A. I think within the last 12 months: 
Q. Do you remember ever making an appointment with Mr. 
Shelton to meet you and another man in front of the First and 
Merchants Bank at a fire plug? 
A. Not Mr. Shelton; no, sir. 
Q. Was it the Central National Bank, then 7 
A. No, sir. I never made an appointment with 1\Ir. Shelto:1 
to meet me anywhere because I knew where his office was. 
Q. Well, do you remember ever making an appointment for 
Mr. Shelton to meet you with another man in front of the·· 
bank? 
A. No . 
. Q·. Do you remember ever telling ~{r. Shelton that Mr. In-
gram had offered you one hundred dollars to testify that you 
had been familiar with 1\{rs. Ing~ram? 
A. No. 
page 32 ~ 
Q. You don't remember that? 
A. Oh, yes, I remember some of it, but I just 
don't remember it the way you speak of it. 
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Q. What did you tell Mr. Shelton that you remember? 
A. I told Mr. Shelton, as Mrs. Ingram had prompted me to 
tell whatever was told, that I had seen Mr. Ingram and Mr. 
Ingram had asked me if I would testify for him, that he knew 
I knew-more than anybody else, if I would testify for him for 
one hundred dollars. 
Q. You told Mr. Shelton that Y 
A. Absolutely I did; yes, sir. 
Q. In-
By Mr. Maurice: 
Q. I understood you to testify that was the message Mrs. 
Bessie C. Ingram gave you and a&ked you to convey that to 
Mr. Shelton? 
A. She asked me to put her next to everything that hap-
pened. I told Mr. Shelton w4at Mr. Ingram had told me 
and-if you want the balance I will tell you the balance. 
Q. Let's have the balance' 
A. Don't mean nothing. The balance was this: Mr. In-
gram didn't know how it would work; didn't kno'v whether 
it was legal or not, and told me to see his lawyer. And I went 
up and talked to his lawyer, Mr. Homer. And I walked in and 
told ~1:r. Hornet· that Mr. Ingram had advised me to see him 
and that Mr. Ingram wanted to know if it would be all right 
for somebody to pay me one hundred dollars if I 
page 33 ~ would tell what I knew. I didn't tell anybodv I 
knew anything. ., 
. Q. ~ir. Wooters, did Mr. Ingram, the plaintiff, or his at-
torney or anybody ever offer to pay you any money or give 
you any money to testify in this case or any other hearing? 
A. Absolutely not, (holding up hand) positively not. 
Q. That suggestion about your being paid emanated from 
Mrs. Bes·sie C. Ingram? 
A. Yes, sir. 
· By Mr. Cooper: (continued) 
Q·. Do you mean Mrs. Ingram sugg·ested that Mr. Ingram 
would pay you one hundred dollars to testify against her? 
A .. She did not. · She didn't know what he was going to sug-
gest to me. · 
Q. Well-
};_, I told her I had seen him. 
Q. Where did you get the figure of one hundred dollars Y 
A. He asked me. 
Q. Whof 
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A. Mr. Ingram. 
Q. If you would testify f.or one hundred dollars Y 
A. Yes, sir. .After I talked to his lawyer his lawyer threw 
up his hands and said, "positively no; it is "il-
page 34 ~ leg·a~" I said, "Okeh, mister."· and walked out. 
And that was the end of it, and I told her ex-
actly what his lawyei· said. 
Q. Well now, since you remember Mr. Ingram offering you 
$100.00 to testify for him, I will ask you again with the hope 
that it may have refreshed y.our memory, if you don't now 
remember agreeing to meet Mr. Ingram on the corner in front 
,of the bank and hold him in conversation until Mr. Shelton 
could get there Y 
A. No, sir. . 
Q. You don't remember that f 
A. No, sir ; no such agreement was made. No, sir. 
Q. Well ·now-
A. I told ~ir. Shelton-I will tell you this: I told Mr. 
Shelton as he suggested and ~Irs. Ingram suggested that if 
Mr. Ing-ram gave me that hundred dollars would I bring to. 
to :Thfr. Shelton's office and turn it over; I said, ''Yes, but Mr. 
IngTam 's lawyer won't stand for it; he th~ew up both hands 
and wouldn't stand for it." So, I dropped the matter then 
and there. 
Q. How long have you been unfriendly with Mrs. Ingram Y 
A. Well, I can't say I am unfriendly with her now but I 
can say this much: Mrs. Ingram got a little nasty as she had 
on several occasions to 1ne. I might say, four or four and a 
half months ago, and I can tell you why: There is some 
woman who, I imagine, is a friend of Mrs. In-
page 35 ~ gram's ;-she claims she was her friend, but I don't 
know what her name is; she was a blond woman, 
and she had a habit of coming in Mrs. Ingram's shop, she 
come in there all liquored up, drunk, ossified. And I went 
by and talked to Mrs. Ingram on one occasion-! think it was 
the last time I was in there-and something was said about 
this woman coming in there, and Mrs. Ingram jumped up and 
raised particular cain and said she didn't want that damn 
woman coming by her place any more ;-and I don't know, 
a wl1ole lot of argument. And she looked at me and she said, 
"I will never have no more use f.or you." I said. "What 
·is the trouble?'' She said, "Because you wrote by brother," 
her brother, about her hanginp: up with another man, and that 
was the cause of her alimony being cut down. I told her that 
wasn't so. She said, "You 'vrote Mrs. Rord a letter." I 
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told her, I said, "That is not so; I never wrote Mrs. Hord a 
letter· or anything in the world against Mrs. Ingram.'' I said, 
''If you think so I will go around and bring Mrs .. Hord around 
here.'' And do you want her answer 7 
Q·. You are doing the talking. 
A. Is it all right for it to ~ into CourtY 
Mr. Maurice: Sure. 
A,. (Continued) Her remark was, that if I _brought Mrs. 
Hord around there she would call the police officer and have 
both of .our damn asses put in the patrol wagon and 
page 36 ~ carried to jail. That was her remark. I said, 
''Very well, I will see 1\frs. Hord. '' But I didn ~t 
bother with Mrs. Hord; I ,just figured let it drop. 
Q. Is that the same Mrs. Hord 'vhom you testified on di-
rect examination was a very good friend of Mrs. Ingram's Y 
A. What do you mean, just now? 
Q. Yes¥ 
A. She was at one time, until Mrs. Ing·ram turned against 
her. 
Q. Now, you kno,v, of course, that Mr. Ingram has ·at:.. 
tempted on several occasions to reduce his alimony Y 
A. I have heard so, I don't know it to be a fact. 
Q. Isn't this Hord woman you are talking about the same 
woman who testified against Mrs. Ingram in one of these 
former petitions 1 
A. I don't know. Let me see, now; let me think, as the 
nigger said. Do you know her name Y 
Q. Well, you said-
A. I can get it in a minute. 
Q. You said you knew her very well Y 
A. I don't know her very well ; I don't know her very well 
at all. I met her in the shop three or four different times and 
have pa_ssed her on the street, ·and "How do you do.'~ and 
that was that. I couldn't tell you where she lives; her hus-
band worked for the News Leader. I think, if I am 
page 37 r not mistaken, her name is Chap, either _Chapin 
or ·Chapman. I think that is her name, either 
:Chapin or Chapman. 
Q. Mr. Wooters, do you know where this Mrs. Hord is 
no"rf 
A. No, I don't. The last address I knew of her-I don't 
know whether she is living in Richmond; she may be dead; 
I don't know. I haven't seen Mrs. Hord for a good long 
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while. The last I heard from Mrs. Hord she was living at 
414 West Main. 
Q. So for eight or nine years you were so intimate With 
~Irs. Ingram you were a pretty good friend of hers, weren't 
you? 
A. Whose? 
Q. Mrs. Ingram? . 
A. I was nice to her, I will tell you frankly. 
Q. You-
A. I felt sorry for her, I always felt sorry for her, and I 
have been told lots of times I was a fool to feel sorry for 
her. 
Q. You felt sorry for her, so you satisfied your passion 
by feeling sorry for her? 
A. It wasn't altog·ether that. It was just, I might say, it 
was like knowing anybody for a long· time; you naturally be- · 
come acquainted with them and you like them. 
And I tried to help her out all I could. I would come down-
town and pay her gas bills, her light bill, or any little thing 
I could do. I would stop by the five and ten f~or 
page 38 ~ her ; anything in the world I could do. 
Q. Did she give you the money to pay these bills, 
or did you pay them 7 
A. No, she paid them herself. 
· Q. She gave you the money and you were an errand boy? 
A. That is it exactly; that is it, brother. · 
Q. And when she finally stopped you from hanging around, 
you had been so intimate with her you turned around and 
told Mr. Ingram-
A. No, I did not. 
Q. Well, let me finish my question, The only thing that he 
has done was to see you on the street one day and say "you 
are familiar with my first wife", and you broke down and told 
him the whole story? 
A. No, I didn't. No, I beg· your pardon, Mr. Ing-ran1 told 
me that he had been told-don't know where he got it from, 
but after that I learned he got it from a telephone message 
from some~ody, I don't know who; maybe a half dozen called 
him up. He cornered me at 7th and Grace and I told him 
all about it. He knew as much about it as I did. 
Q. And you very manfully came to the front to help Mr. 
Ingram out? · · 
A. No, I didn't. I acknowledged the truth. 
~- When you knew very well that you were jeopardizing 
y·our own married life ; is that right 7 
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page 39 ~ A.. Well, I can't say that I did. My wife has 
suspicioned this for a long time; she knows it now. 
- I have confessed to her. She knows it now. She bas accused 
me of it for the last seven or eight years. 
Q. Where do you live Y 
A. Up on West Grace Street. 
Q. What number? 
A. 2716. 
. Q. Are you renting a house Y 
A. I have an apartment. 
Q. You are renting an apartment there? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. You are not working f 
A. No, sir. . 
Q. Who pays the rent on it 1 
A. At the present time Mrs. Wooters, my wife. 
Q. Is she working Y 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. She supports you then, and has been for the past four 
months? · 
A. At the present time, yes, I mig·ht say. 
Q. Yiou have no interest in this case, have you T 
A. None whatever. 
Q. Do you know a policeman named Anderson' 
A. No. I 'vouldn 't know him if I would see him, I don't 
think. I have heard a whole lot about him from 
page 40 ~ 1\1:rs. Ingram; likewise, several other people. 
Q. Has anyone except Mr. Ingram asked you to 
testify in this caseY 
A. No, sir. 
Q. No one? 
A. No, sir. . 
Q. Mr. Wooters, about a year ago do you remember going 
to Mr. Shelton's office? 
A. Practically speaking, yes. I used to go there quite fre-
quently. , · 
Q. At that time do you remember telling 1\.tfr. Shelton that, 
Mrs. Ingram was a perfect lady? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. You do not? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. At that time do y;ou·r.~member telling 1\{r. Shelton that 
y~u thought ::M:r. Ingram was trying to put something over 
on Mrs. Ingram? . 
A. Can't say that I do. 
Bessie C. Ingram v: Arthur A. Ingram. 31 
Percy C. Wooters. 
Q. Y:ou don't remember any of that 7 
A. No, sir.. . 
Q. If you had said it you would remember it, wouldn't 
you? 
.A.. Of course I would. _ . 
Q·. Do you remember telling Mr. Shelton that anything _you 
could do to keep Mr. Ingram from putting anything over .on 
Mrs. Ingram you would do it? -
page 41} A. I do not. I used to take Mrs. Ingram. down in 
my car on several occasions to ·see Mr. Shelton, 
And on several occasions, as you might say, errand boy, I 
would go down and see him and talk-with him for her. But I 
do recall some of the peculiar things that were said to me by 
Mrs. Ingram. I don't know whether it amounts to anything 
or not. Mrs. Ingram has cussed :hlr. Haley Shelton out as 
1n:any times as I have fingers and toes, in regards to that dia-
mond ring that she claims she· bought, and also about the 
Legenza and Mais case; that h~ staye4 so messed up in the 
Legenza and 1\lais case he couldn't handle her affairs, and 
if he hadn't stayed so messed up he could have handled ·her 
affairs more intelligently and she would not have lost her cut 
in alimony, which she says she lost some time ago. I told her 
that no doubt Mr. Shelton was getting a big thing out of it, 
they being g·angsters, and I supposed when he got through 
with them he would get to her work later on. But every time I 
would see her she would throw up both of her hands and say 
he wasn't doing anything. The same way with all of her 
lawyers she has ever had; she has cussed them all out. That 
is not here and there, those are facts. 
RE-DIRECT EXA!l\-IINATION. 
page 42 ~ By Mr. Maurice: 
Q. Mr. Wooters, when you were going to see 
Mrs. Bessie C. Ingram up there at her place of business and 
down at her apartment, did you ever see any other men hang-
ing around there~ 
A. Oh, yes. 
Q. Will you tell us how many and how they were, if you 
know? 
A. Well, it may take a little time, but I am going to tell you 
facts. I was called here to tell the truth, and I am not going 
to tell anything but the truth. I would be a fool to come here 
and tell something false. For, I might say, two years a Mr. 
J.D. Williams, "Dick'' Williams, in other words, ate at Mrs .. 
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Ingram's apartment and was there every day for dinner, 
every night for supper, and, in 1932, to the best of my knowl-
edge, I came by her house one night, one Saturday night, to 
see her brother, Clements Arvin, he was visiting her at that 
time, and he came down on the front porch. When I went 
up the stairs 1\'Irs. Ingram was frying ham and eggs in the · 
kitchen and Williams ·was lying on the chesterfield in the liv-
ing room. And her brother came downstairs and stood on 
the front porch and cried and told me out of his own mouth 
he would rather see her dead and in the ground than to see 
her living the life she was living. I asked him how did he 
know it, and he said, ''Don't ask me how I know 
page 43 } it; I know it.'' He says, ''I have got one disrepu-
table sister in Blackstone, and,'' he said, ''I would 
rather see her dead than see her living the life she is living.'' 
Mr. Cooper: Counsel for· the defendant objects to all of 
the above evidence as hearsay. 
A. (Continued) Well, I reckon he will tell you the same 
thing. D.on't know whether he would or not. 
Mr. Cooper: Well, we better have him here, anyway. 
Q. Do you know of any other men, Mr. Wooters, that came 
-to see her? Don't go into a whole lot of hearsay. 
A. Previous. to J. D. Williams a man by the name of Dave 
Williams, post office man on the Southside. He was there 
quite frequently, married man, at night. Never seen any-
thing; don't know what happened. He was there at rig·ht 
quite frequently. I do know that Mrs. Ingram borrowed 
one hundred dollars from the Morris Plan Bank and Dave 
Williams and Mr. Jefferson fromlthe post office, both of them 
were post office employees, endorsed that note, and she went 
into bankruptcy, if I am not wrong, I think it was August, 
1930, probably, Carol Hagan was the attorney. And I know 
that Dave Williams stopped. coming over to see her after 
she hooked him f.or bankruptcy, because he had to pay it, 
him and Jefferson had to pay the one hundred dollars. After 
that there was a man that went with her for about, 
page 44 ~ I might say, 30 days by the name of Olavton. I 
think he is from Lunenburg County. After that 
there was a man that went with her-! am thinking no,v; I 
am trying to get them right, in rotation. (Pause.) · 
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Q. Did Mrs. Ingram ever make any remark to you about 
Mr. Percy S. SmithY 
A. ·Yes, sir. Not to me, but she made it in my presence. 
She made the state1nent in her shop to a police officer of this 
City-he accused her ~of being out one night in an automobile 
with him, with Percy Smith. 
Q. You mean the police officer accused Mrs. Ingram of be-
ing out-
li... Yes, with Percy Smith in an automobile the night previ-
ous. She denied it. And he said, '' Oh, don't tell me,'' he says, 
"I know Percy Smith and I know you." 
Do you want her answer? Must I answer? 
Q. Yes, let's have it. · 
A. Well, it is a little embarrassing. She said, ''No, it is 
not so,'' she wouldn't go out with that. damn stallion. 
RE-CROSS EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Cooper : 




A. I wept on his shoulders¥ No, you're all wet. 
page 45 ~ ~{r. Maurice: AJ.·,1n was the one that did the 
crying. 
Q·. He wept on your shoulder then, didn't heY 
· A. No. He stood on the front porch and cried .. 
Q. Because his sister, 1\{rs. Ingram-
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. -with whom you had been having intercourse for some 
seven or eig·ht years-
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. -was being a bad won1an 'vith another manY 
A. Yeah, exactly. 
And further this deponent saith not. 
PERCY C. WOOTERS. 
page 46 ~ By agreement :of counsel the further taking of 
these depositions is continued generally. 
ROBERT C. LYNE, 
Commissioner in Chancery. 
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page 47. ~ Office of Charles E. Maurice, 403 Mutual Build-
ing, Richmond, Virginia. 
1\iay 18, 1936. 
Met this 2 :00 P. M. by agreement of Counsel and pursuant 
to adjournment. 
Charles E. Maurice, Esq., counsel for the complainant; 
.Arthur A. Ingram, the complainant in person; 
Herman A. Cooper, Esq., counsel for the defendant; and 
Bessie C. Ingram, the defendant in person. 
page 48 ~ A. C. REDFERN, 
a witness introduced in behalf of the defendant, 
first being· duly sworn, testified as follows: · 
DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Cooper: 
Q. State your name Y 
A. A. C. Redfern. 
Q. Age, residence and occupation Y 
A. 27; 3416 East Broad Street. 
Q. Y.our Occupation T 
A. Druggist. 
Q. Do you know Mrs. Bessie Ingram f 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. How Ion~?; have you known her 7 
A. About three years and two months, as well as I can re-
call. 
Q. Where were you living when you first knew her T 
A. Moved into her home. 
Q. Where was that? 
A. 418 West Grace Street. 
Q. Were you boarding there 7 
A. I was r:ooming there. 
Q. In her apartment or somebody else's f 
page 49 ~ A. In her apartment. 
Q. How long did you live there? 
.A. I lived there from around April to the latter part of 
September. 
Q. About five monthsf 
A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. While there did you have an opportunity to observe ~he 
conduct of Mrs. Ingram f 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Did you ever see any men visitors there? 
A. Only one. 
Q. Who was that 7 
.A. Mr. J. B. Williams. 
Q. J. B. Williams Y 
.A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Did he come there to visit somebody? 
A. Came with Mr. Peters, the man he was working for at 
that time. 
Q. The man Mr. Williams was WiOrking fort 
.A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Mr. Peters is the same man that Mrs. Ingram works 
for? 
.A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Then you saw J. B. Williams in Mrs. Ingram's home in 
the company of Mr. Peters? 
A. Yes, sir. 
page 50} Q. Did you ever see any conduct on the part of 
Mrs. Ingram that was improper Y 
A. No, sir. 
Q. While there did you hear anything derogatory to the 
character of J\Irs. Ingram f 
A. No, sir; I did not. 
CROSS EXAMINATION. 
Bv Mr. Maurice: 
·Q. Mr. Redfern, you said Mr. J. B. Williams was a frequent 
visitor there Y 
A. I didn't say he was a frequent visitor. He came there 
sometimes as a friend, to my knowledge. 
Q. What do you know about the friendship between Mrs. 
Ingram and Mr. Williams, if anything? 
A. Nothing. 
Q. Ho'v do you know he was a friend Y 
A. I judged that: I assumed he was. 
Q. You assumed he was a friend? 
A. Yes, sir, he was a visitor, yes, sir. 
Q. He would come and go in Mrs .. Ingram's home and have 
his conversation or whatever it was with herY 
.A. He was in the sitting room every time I saw him. 
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RE-DIRECT EX.Al{INATION. 
page 51 ~ By Mr. Cooper: 
Q. Mr. Redfern, while y,ou were boarding or 
rooming at Mrs. Ingram's apartment was there a Mr. and 
Mrs. Johnson there, too Y 
A. Mr. Johnson. 
Q. Was he rooming there, too Y 
A. He was rooming there at the same time; yes, sir. 
RE-CROSS EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Maurice:· 
Q·. Do you know anything about Mrs. Williams having 
come there and caught Mr. J. B. Williams at the home of 
Mrs. Ingram Y 
A. Mr. Williams was not married at that time. 
Q. I am speaking of Mr. Johnson Y 
A. You mean Mr. Johnson? 
Q. YesY 
A. Did he do what? 
Q. Mr. Johnson was a married man boarding there, wasn't 
heY 
A. He was separated a short time after. Well, they were 
separated while I was there. 
Q. Who was separated¥ 
A. Mr. and }.{rs. Johnson. 
Q. Mr. and Mrs. JIOhnSJon were separated? 
A. At the time I was there, yes, sir. 
Q. Do you know about Mrs. Johnson coming there and hav-
. ing Mr. Johnson arrested f 
page 52 ~ · A. No, sir; she did not have him arrested. 
Q. What do you know about that 7 
A. T1o my knowledge Mr. Johnson certainly would have 
told me about it if he had been arrested. 
Q. WhyY 
A. Because it was that much friends. 
Q. As a matter of fact, did you and Mr. Johnson go around 
the premises there, around the flat in your pajamas? 
A. No, sir; we did not. 
Q. Yon didn't? 
A. No, sir. 
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RE-RE-DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. tCooper: 
Q. Mr. Redfern, JiOU came here on a summons, didn't you? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Above your protest 7 
A. That is right. 
Q. And above the protest of your doctor Y 
A. That is right, and I have a slip here. Does anybody 
want to see it? 
And further this deponent saith not. 
0 \ 
The signature of t4is witness is waived by. agreement of 
counsel. 
page 53 } D. W. DULING; 
a witness introduced in behalf of the defendant, 
first being duly sworn, testified as follows: 
DIRECT EXA.MINATION. 
By Mr.· Cooper: 
Q. Will you state your name, residence, age and occupa-
tion! 
A. D. W. Duling, Lieutenant of Detectives·; 46; 3324 Barton 
A venue, Richmond, Virginia. · 
Q. Do you know :M:rs. Bessie Ingram 7 
A. I do. 
Q. How long have you known her? 
A.. I would say five years, I reckon; something like that. 
Q. Have you known her well enough to form any opini<>n as 
to what her character is, whether it is good or bad? What is 
her general reputation? 
0 
A.· Good, so far as I know. 
Q. Have you ever been in her holll.e? 
A. I have. 
Q. At what places, if you remember? 
A. 320 West Grace. Gramon Apartments, and 901 West 
Grace, I believe. I have been in her home when she lived at 
both places. 0 
Q. Were you ever asked to come there by Mrs. 
page 54 ~ Ingram? . 
A. Yes, she wanted to make complaint about dis-
orderly couples an~ whiskey that was being handled in the 
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apartment when she lived at 320 West Grace Street, in that 
neighborhood. 
Q. Did y~ou ever go to her home unannounced f 
A. Yes. I have been in the building doing some work in 
looking· after these complaints, and I would want other in-
formation, so I would just go up to her door and she WiOuld 
ask me in and I would go in and make inquiries as to the 
things she complained about, and without being invited. 
Q. On these occasions when yo0u went to her home unan-
nounced as well as the times that you went when she asked you 
to come did you ever see anything of an improper nature Y 
A. Never did. 
Q. Did you ever see any men in her apartment with her7 
A. I have ne-ver seen a man in her apartment to my knowl-
edge. 
And further this deponent saith not. 
The signature of this witness is waived by agreement of 
counsel. 
page 55 ~ ~IRS. P. E. POWERS, 
a witness introduced in behalf of .the defendant, 
first being duly sworn, testified as follows : 
DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By ~Ir. Cooper: . 
Q. Mrs. Powers, will you state your name, whether you are 
over 21, your residence and 1occupation Y 
A. Well, I am-You want my age, or just over 21 T I am 34, 
and I live at 3117 Grayland Avenue, and I am a housekeeper. 
Q. .A.nd you are a housewife Y 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Do you know Mrs. Bessie Ingram f 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. How long have you known her Y 
A. About three years. 
Q. Have YiOU ever visited her in her horneT 
A. Yes, sir; frequently. 
Q. Did you ever call on her without having first announced 
your intention to come to see her Y 
A. Yes, sir; I have lots of times. 
Q. Did you ever see anything of an improper nature going 
on in her home when you would call there Y 
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A.. No, sir. 
Q. Did you ever call at night Y 
page 56 r A. Been there at night, yes, sir; been as late as 
eleven o 'c1ock when I left there. 
Q. Did you ever go in the daytime? 
A. Yes, sir; go there in the daytime. 
Q. Do you know 'vhat her general reputation is 7 
A. Very fine. I have been knowing her sometime, and 
everybody I heard speak of Mrs. Ingram speaks 10f her very 
well; never heard anyone say anything about Mrs. Ingram, 
you know, in a bad way; never seen anying cursing. I like her, 
because she always carried herself so well, and I just like her 
a whole lot, because she really don't care to associate with 
anybody unless they are all right. And I been associated with 
her through business and in her home, and been there, my 
husband and I and baby, and just lunch with her, and on Sun-
days, when she is not working, and be there at nights, you 
know; been riding by and taken Mrs. Ingram riding. 
CROSS EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Maurice: 
Q. You are a very good friend of Mrs. Ingram's, aren't 
you? · 
A. Yes, sir. 
An~ further this deponent saith not. 
The signature of this witness is waived by agreement of 
counsel. 
page 57 } DR. GUY B. CREASY, 
a witness introduced in behalf of the defendant, 
·first being duly sworn, testified as follows : 
DIRECT EXAl\ITN.ATION. 
By Mr. Cooper: 
Q. Doctor, will you state your name, age, residence and oc-
eupation? 
.A. Dr. Guy B. Creasy, 40 years old, residence, 418. West 
Grace, and I am a Chiropractor? 
Q. Do you known Mrs. Bessie Ingram Y 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. About how Long have you known her? 
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A. About three years. She was on the third floor, had an 
apartment there, when I moved into the lower floor. 
Q. You were living at 418 at the time you moved into the 
apartment-that is where you n<>w live Y . 
A. Yes, sir. · 
Q. Do you know her general reputation in the community 
in which she livest · 
A. Good, so far as I know. I know absolutely nothing 
against the lady. 
Q. Have you had occasio~ to see her frequently in the past 
two or three years Y 
.A. She has a cleaning and pressing shop across the street. 
· Q. Then her place of business was across the 
. page 58 ~ street from where she lived and she lived in the 
same apa.rtment house with yr<>nf 
A. No. I think her business is down on-across the street 
from where it is now. That is to the best of my recollection. 
Q. The business place is not very far from the apartment, 
is itY 
A. Wasn't at that time, no. I don't really know where Mrs. 
Ingram lives nQW. · 
Q. At 418 West Grace, the cleaning and pressing shop is 
pretty close to your business, right across the street Y 
A. Right across the street. 
Q. Well then, yon had an opportunity to observe her while 
she.was working as well as at the place she lived Y 
A. Yes. · 
Q. Did you ever see anything of an improper nature in her 
conduct with men .or anybody else Y 
A. No, sir. 
And further ·this deponent saith not. 
The signature of this witness is waived by agreement of 
counsel. 
page 59 ~ MRS. L. M. F:ARRTSS, 
a witness introduced in behalf of the defendant, 
first being duly sworn, testified as follows : 
DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Cooper: 
Q. Will you state your name, whether y.on are over 21, your 
residenc~ and occupation? 
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A. Mrs. L. M. Farriss, live at 927 West Grace, I am 32 years 
old, and a housekeeper. 
Q. Do you know Mrs. Bessie Ingram Y 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. How long have you known her Y 
A. About eight years. 
Q. About eight years. 
A. ·Yes, sir. 
Q. Did you ever visit her in her hoQme 7 
A. Yes, sir, very often. 
Q. How long have you b~.en visiting her in her homeY 
.A. Well, a·bout five years, what you might say, kind of in-
timate friends, you know, eveFy two or three days, or some-
thing like that. . . :- ~ 
Q. Did you ever g.o to see her without first having an-
nounced your intention of coming there? 
A. Plenty of times; yes, sir. 
page 60 } Q. Did you ever see anything improper in the 
conduct of Mrs. Ingram T 
A. No, sir; nothing- in the world. .A) ways found her a per-
fect lady. 
Q. Did you ever see any men in her apartment that were in 
any way in a compromising position Y 
.A. Never seen any men there at all. 
Q. Did you ever go to see her at night t 
A. Yes, sir. Most of the times I saw her at night. She 
was working in the day. I go in her place of' business, but I 
go to her home at night two or three days every week. 
Q. Did your husband go with you? 
. A. Several times. My bus band works every other night, 
nearly about, and I go down to see her when he is working. 
Q. Do you know her general reputation in the community 
in which she lives? 
A. I consider it to be the very best, I think, the very best. 
I think her reputation to be the best around the neighborhood. 
Anybody in business there and lives there in the same neigh-
borhood, living there and doing business in that same neigh-
borhood, I think it would have to be the very best. 
And further this deponent saith not. 
The signature of this witness is waived by agreement of 
counsel 
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page . 61 }- MRS. L. G. WATTS, 
a witness introduced in behalf of the defendant, 
first being duly sworn, testified as follows: 
DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Cooper: 
Q. Will you state your name, whether you are over 21 years 
of age, residence and occupation Y 
A. My name is Mrs. L. G. Watts; I am 43 years of age, and 
I have a half interest in the restaurant at 701 East Main 
Street, and I am living at present at 109 North Foushee 
Street. 
Q. Do you know 1\{rs. Bessie Ingram Y 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. How long· have you known her Y 
A. Something ar:aund three years. 
Q. Have you known her well enough to learn what her 
general reputation is in the community in which she ljves Y 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. What is her reputation Y 
k.. Well, .fro~ all the nice people that I have heard speak of 
her, it was very good. 
Q. Has anyone ever been to see you about Mrs. Ingram's 
case to talk with you about it 7 
page 62 r A. When I lived next door to Mrs. Ingram a 
. man and woman rang my doorbell and they asked 
me if I knew Mrs. Bessie Ingram, and I said she lived next 
door. 
By Mrs. Maurice: 
Q. Did you know who these people were f 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Have you ever heard who they were f 
A. No, sir; never tried to. 
Mr. Maurice: Then I object to any testimony as to what 
they might have said, or any conversation had with them, that 
being hearsay and entirely improper testimony. 
Mr. Cooper: Counsel for the defendant states that he will 
identify the parties who ·taked to 1\{rs. Watts by other wit-
nesses, and that the purpose of these people in calling on Mrs. 
Watts is pertinent tq the issue. 
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By Mr. Cooper: (Continued) 
Q. What inquiries did these people make of you, Mrs. 
Watts? 
A. They only said to me, did I known Mrs. Bessie Ingram, 
and I said, ''I do, she lives next door.'' I thought they were 
looking for her, and I ~old them that. They said, "No, we 
don't want to see her ; we are trying to get something to keep 
her husband from paying her alimony.'' Didn't use Mr. Ing-
ram's name at all. I said, ''Well, I am sure I can't 
page 63 ~ help you.'' And then the woman seemed like she 
realized she was in the wrong place; she kept try-
ing to get him away and not to talk to me any more. She was 
at the wrong door. 
Q. Have you ever seen Mr. Ingram ·before Y 
.A. No, sir. 
By 1\Ir. Maurice: 
Q. Was anybody present at the timet 
A. I have a seventeen-year-old niece who was there. 
Q. Did your niece know these people that called on y-ou! 
A. No, sir. 
By Mr. ·Cooper: (Continued) 
Q. Where were you and Mrs. Ingram living at the timet 
A. In the Gramon Apartments at 320 West Grace Street. 
Q. Did you see Mrs. Ingram very frequently? 
A. Well, every time I went in and came out; at any time 
that I was at home. 
0. Did you ever observe any improper conduct on the part 
of Mrs. Ingram Y • , 
A. Nothing in the w:orld; she was. a perfect lady. 
·CROSS EXAA1INATION. 
By Mr. 1\tiaurice: 
Q. When was that? How long did you live with her? 
A. I have been moved away from there two years 
pag·e 64 ~ this September, and it was the year before that, it 
was about three years. I visited her since I moved 
away, but I moved away from up there the first of this Sep-
tember two years ·ago. 
Q. Would it be fair to say you know nothing about her dur-
ing the past two years Y · . 
A.. The last two years? · I have visited her home and all 
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after I moved away, and the third year back I lived in the 
house with her. 
Q. Where do you live now f 
A. 109 North Foushee Street. 
And further this deponent saith not. 
The signature of this witness is waived by agreement of 
counsel. · 
page 65 ~ M. HALEN SHELTON, 
a witness introduced in behalf of the defendant, 
first bel.ng duly sworn, testified as follows : 
DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Cooper: 
Q. Will you state your name, age, residence and occupa-
tion, please, sir Y 
A. Haley Shelton; lawyer, age, 47; and I live in Richmond, 
Virginia. 
Q. Do you know ~fr. and Mrs. Bessie Ingram Y 
A. Yes. 
Q. Po yon know a man by the name of P. C. Wooters1 
A. ·Yes, sir. 
·Q. Have you .ever talked to Mr. vVooters! 
A. On several occasions. 
Q. Where? 
A. Generally in my ;office. 
Q. At that time was Mr. Wooters friendly toward Mrs. 
Ingram? 
A. Friendly. 
Q. Did he mention to you any eonver·sation that he had with 
Mr. Ingram? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. What was the purport of that conversation Y 
page 66} Mr. Maurice: Was Mr. Ingram present! 
· Mr. Cooper: No, but I am contradicting Mr. 
Wooters. 
Mr. Maurice: If Mr. Ingram was not present I object to 
that lin-e of testimony. 
Mr. Cooper: 1\Ir. Wooters, who has already testified, has 
made prior inconsistent statements, and I am attacking his 
credibility as a witness. 
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Q. All right, Mr. Shelton 1 
A. Mr. Wooters on one occasion came to my office and in-
formed me that Mr. Ingram, husband of my client Mrs. Bessie 
Ingram, had offered him a hundred dollars, I think it was-
1 know it was a certain sum of money-If Mr. W10oters would 
testify ag·ainst Mrs. Ingram. I asked him what he meant by 
testifying against, and he said that he meant for him to testify 
that he had had sexual intercourse. Now, he didn't use the 
word ''sexual intercourse.'' fie said, stayed with Mrs. Ing-
ram. He says, "I couldn't do that because I don't know any 
more than-or don't know 'vhether Bessie Ingram was a man 
or woman? 
Q. What did you judge he meant by saying he didn't Imow 
whether she was a man or woman 7 
A. He tried to convey the impression to me that he had 
never been familiar with her or had sexual intercourse with 
her, and he would be testifying falsely if he testified that he 
had had inte1·eourse with her. That was my inl-
page 67 ~ pression. 
Q. Do you know anything about an appoint-
ment to see Mr. Ingram and Mr. 'Vooters talking together 
at or near a fire plug? 
A. I saw 1\{r. 'Vooters on several occasions. Mr. Wooters 
talked a g1·eat deal. I do not recall that I made an engage-
ment with 1\fr. Wooters to meet he and l\fr. Ingram at a fire 
plug, but I do remember saying something to 1\tlr. Wooters 
about entrapping 1\fr. Ingram should he pay this hundred 
dollars and have him arrested for attempting to bribe Mr. 
Wooters. And I do know that I saw the two. of them talking 
at the fire plug- as I passed, and immediately thereafter :h:Ir. 
Wooters came to my office and gave me certain other infor-
mation, which I don't recall the particulars of, concerning 
Mr. Ingram. I wonldn 't say, however, that I did not have 
some understanding I was to meet him at this water :plug, 
but I don't remf3mber that. 
Q. Did ~fr. Wooters ever de-ny in your presence that he 
had had intercourse with Mrs. Ingram? . 
A. Yes, indeed. He said that 1\'Irs. IngTam was a great 
talker and a great go.ssiper, but be never did attack her vir-
tue, her good eharaeter. 
Q. Mr. Shelton, were you rep:rresenting Mrs. Ingram about a 
ye-ar or a little more ago when a witness by the name of Ida 
Wiltshire testified on direet examination, but did not appear 
fo-r cross examination! . 
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page 68 ~ A. Yes. 
Q. Was there also a witness in that case, a man, 
who could not be found for cross examination Y 
A. Yes. 
Q. On their direct examination did they testify whether 
they had been certain places together, if you remember Y 
A. I d:on 't recall. 
By Mr. Maurice: 
Q. What was the name of that manY 
A. I don't even recall his name. 
By Mr. Cooper: (Continued) 
Q. Did you and the police officers of the City of Richmond 
make any attempt to check lJP on the 'voman who testified on 
direct examination but failed to appear for cross examina-
. tion 7 
A. I got the police and tried to locate her. 
Q. She could not be found Y 
A. She could not; didn't live at the address that she had 
given here in the depositions; nevet· been heard of at that 
place. 
Q. Do you know 'vhether ~Ir. Wooters is now under an in-
dictment in the Henrico Circuit Court on a charge of em-
bezzlement 7 
A. No more than having seen it in the newspapers. 
page 69 t CROSS EXA.MIN~TION. 
By Mr. Maurice·: 
Q. Mr. Shelton, don't youlmow that the records show that 
this woman, Miss or Mrs. Wiltshire, testified DtOt subject to 
cross examination; don't you know that the records show she 
was on cross examination probably an hour to an hour and a 
half1 
A. Yes, sir. The records show that. 
Q. You just testified she was not available for cross ex-
amination 7 · 
.A. I think you will notice in the record there a reservation 
of right to call her back for further cross examination after 
we had made an investigation. The record sh<>ws that. 
Q. But she was cross examined for an hour to an hour and 
a half? 
A. She was. cross examined immediately fqllowing her di-
rect examination. 
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REDIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Coop.er: 
Q·. Was it agreed among attorneys for both sides she would 
reappear for cross examination f 
.A .. Yes, sir. . 
Q. Was it understood by this Wiltshire w~man she would 
return for further cross examination 7 
page 70 ~ A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Were reasonable efforts made to locate her 
at the address- · 
A. I said it was understood ·by her : I suppose it was un-
derstood by her. She heard what was said here between 
counsel that we wanted to have the right to recross examine 
her after we made an investigation. She said nothing about 
it, and I allowed the record to show the reservation of the 
right to recall her. 
, Q. Did Mr. Wooters ever deny that he had gone to Norfolk 
with Mrs. Ing·ram, or that he had met her in Norfolk! 
A. Never heard of it before until the occasion he testified 
a bout it here. 
Q. Do you know why Mr. Wooters is no longer friendly 
with Mrs. Ingram? 
A. I can't say that I do. 
And further this depon~nt saith not. 
The signature of this witness is waived by agreement of 
counsel. 
BESSIE C. INGRAM, page 71} 
follows: 
the defendant, first being duly sworn, testified as 
:: ., :y 
! ; 
DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Cooper: 
Q. Will you state your name, age, residence and occupa-
tion? 
A. Bessie C. Ingram, 46; 901. West Grace~ is the residence; 
work in the Peters Cleaning Company, 415 West Grace. 
Q. Mrs. Ingram, you have heard a man by the name of 
-Wooters testify in this case, and among the first things that 
he stated ~as that he was with you in a hotel in the City of 
48 ~upreme Court of Appeals of Virginia 
Bessie 0 .. Ingram. 
Norfolk about September or October, 1928. Do you deny 
that7 
A. I deny it emphatically. 
Q. Were you in Norfolk in the year 1928 f 
A. I am not ashamed of my trip to Norfolk. 
Q. Please answer the question as directly as you can. Were 
you in Norfolk in 1928! 
A. Went down to Norfolk somewhere after the 18th of Sep-
tember. If Mr. Ing-ram would tell the truth, he knows when I 
left him. 
Q. Why did you go to Norfolk T · 
A. I had bad Dr .. Rouser to examine me. He said 
page 72 ~ I had appendicitis. Dr. Winooiield said I had gall 
bladder· trouble and ulcers of the stomach. 
Q. Now, whom did you go to see in Norfolk¥ 
A. My brothet· suggested I go ont of the city to doctors who 
eouldn 't g·et in touch 'vi th the doctors here and be examined 
by an .outside physician. I wrote to Dr. Harrell in Norfolk 
and Dr. Hargrave in Norfolk. This is the answer I had from 
Dr .. 'Hargrave. 
Note : Letter marked and filed as Exhibit No. 1. 
Q. Did you receive this letter dated September 19, 19281 
A. I did. 
Q. As a result of that letter did you go to Norfolk¥ 
A. I also had the letter from Dr. Harrell, but I have lost 
that letter .. 
Q. As a result of that letter did you go to Norfolk f 
A. I went down ;-I don't recall the date, but it was right 
after this letter. It was the following week, as near as I can 
remember .. I went tn Dr. Harrell's office first and asked Dr. 
Harrell to put me in touch with a physician who was a doctor 
in general. He recommended me to go to Dr. Hargrave, as 
long as I had the letter, he was a bladder and kidney special-
ist-Dr. Harrell, both. I went to Dr. Hargrave and he ex-
. amined me. He said that due to my worry it was my run-
down condition, I had a fallen womb. He inserted some kind 
of a ring. I wrote to him to ask him the name of it, 
page 73 ~ and this is the letter I got in reply. 
Q. Just say what iit was' 
A .. It was a pessary.. I wore the ring until twelve months 
a~ . 
Q. Well now, while you were in Norfolk consulting Dr. 
Hargrave did rou see :Nir. Wooters Y 
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A. No, I did not. 
Q~ Did you even know whether he was in Norfolk f 
A. I have no idea. 
Q. Did you ever register with Mr. VV·ooters in any hotel f 
A. Indeed no. . 
Q. Have you ever had interc.ourse with Mr. Wooters a.t 
any place? 
A. I have not. This is the one they ·wrote in regard to Dr. 
Harrell. After this ring was taken out I had been under-
Q. Did Mr. "rooters ever board at your house V 
A. Mr. Ing-ran1 took him at my house, and it seems to me it 
was about 18 years ago, against my wishes. 
Q. Well now, how long did he stay there as a boarder? 
A. At that time I was working. 
Q. How long did he stay there as a boarder? 
A. I don't recall whether it was a year or not. I don't 
think it was a year, but-I don't think it was over 
page 74 ~ a year. 
Q. What made him leaveY 
A. He wouldn't pay his board. He was going with a woman 
by the name of Rosa Guldmyer, she lived on Church Hill. And 
Dorothy l\fcFadden was supposed to be his sweetheart, and 
she lived in my house and they had a fight and I put them 
both out. He didn't pay his' board in the beginning. 
Q. As a result of y·our putting them out of your house did 
he become unfriendly to you? · 
.A. I never saw him any more until about seven or cig·ht 
years, something like that. 
Q. Did you then become friends again¥ 
A. No. His wife came to my shop first, him and his wife, 
and brought some dresses for repair, is the first I saw him, 
and I repaired then1 free. 
Q. Mr. W:ooters has testified that on numerous occasions 
he has taken you around in his car. · 
.A. I don't recall ever riding downtown but one tim·e with 
him; I asked him if he was going downtown to drop me off at 
Miller & Rhoads, or somewhere, rather than walk. 
Q. Did he come by the Peters Cleaning Shop 'vhere . you 
work very often? · 
A. Yes. For the last six months he came in,-well, more 
than six months, because 1\Ir. Peters and I told him to stay 
out the last summer a year ago. 
page 75 } Q. About how often did he come¥ 
.A. Well, after he.lost his position at the Zeller's 
50 Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia 
Bessie C. Ingram. 
Dairy Company he began coming in every day, morning and 
again in the middle of the day .. 
Q. Well now, are you and 1\{r. Wooters "trery friendly now? 
A. NowY 
Q. Yes? 
A. No. I otdered him out of the s~1op because he insulted 
me. 
Q. What was the nature of this insult Y 
A. May I tell what he came in the shop-
Q. What 'vas the insult7 
A. The first time I had to ask him out the shop I was work-
ing for Dr. Bryce, and he would knock Dr. Bryce, and he said 
he hoped to see him throw me i~ the middle of Grace Street. 
I told him he couldn't come in the shop and knock my closest 
friends. I said., ''Mr. Peters and I have told you last year to 
stay out of the shop." His answer was, "It is a business 
place. I will come in if I want to." So he continued to 
come in. 
Q. What was the insnltY 
A. He was in there sometime the latter part of December-
Q. What year?. 
A. This past December. 
Q. 19357 . 
page 76 ~ A. And he says, ''Bessie, what are you going to 
do New Year's Day?" I have a witness that 
heard him. I said, "Work, as usual. Have you ever known 
me to take a day's vacation; I been in the l;>lock eight years 
with not a day off." His answer was, "If you were going to 
be ·off I would buy some steak and come up to your apartment 
and have a steak dinner." I said, ''You buy your darn steak 
and take it home to your own 'vife to fix; if you come in here. 
another time I will run around the corner in a patrol wagon, 
you understand that?" And that was the last I seen of l1im 
until he came up against me. 
Q. Did your employer ever tell 1\Ir. Wooters to stay out~ 
.A. Mr. Peters has told him and I have told him for the past 
year to stay out of the shop. 
Q. Mr. Wooters testifi·ed that there was a woman namecl 
Hord, supposedly a very good friend of yours-"-
A. No friend .of mine. 
Q. Whose friend is she Y 
A. She was my relief girl. I would clean her clothes free 
for rel~eving me. And a man by the name of Willie Barrum, 
I think is the name ;-he runs a barber shop ; a man by the 
name of Lawson, works for the Virginia Railway and Power 
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Company, came in and told ].fr. Peters and I she had quite a 
bad record, a police c.ourt record,-which she has. You can 
find that fo·r yourself. 
page 77 }- Q. Did you discharge her? 
A. Yes. I talked it over,-Mr. Peters was in the 
shop at the time Mr. Barrum and Mr. La'vson told Mr. Peters 
her character, and Mr. Peters told me he didn't want her to 
relieve me any more as it would hurt business. I :fired her. 
When she 'vent out the door-I mean, when she came in the 
next time I said, "Mrs. Hord, Mr. Peters has asked me to tell 
you not to come in the shop any more because of the rumor 
we have heard." Her remark was, "I don't give a damn, I 
will fix you.'' That is the last time I had any dealings with 
her. Afterwards, I have two witnesses who will come for-
ward, she sent n1e two different messages by witnesses she 
intended to fix me for it. And this Mr. Wooters g·oes with her. 
I can produce evidence he has gone vdth her for almost three 
years. 
Q. Do you mean P. C. Wooters who testified against you Y 
A. Absolutely; they been going together for two :or three 
years. And it was the Sunday before Easter of last year she 
came to the Linden Apartments where I was living around 
-eleven o'clock on a .Sunday, and she had a letter that Mr. 
Wooters had written her. She rang my bell and asked for a 
little aluminum bucket she had broug·ht me chicken soup in 
when I had pleurisy. I hAnded it to her. When I went to 
hand it to l1er she says, "1\tirs. Ingram, here is a letter that 
Mr. Wooters has written me asking me to meet 
pn~e 78 ~ him 11t Woolworth's Five and Ten Cent Store for 
Monday at eleven o'clock." And she said, "I want 
you to see I am a better friend to you than you think I am.'' 
That letter read: "Dear Mrs. Hord: Meet me at Wool-
worth's. I want you to help me to frame Bessie.'' She says, 
''You see, he is trying to frame you.'' He had the letter 
·underlined with a red line. I said, ''Mrs. Hord, I know all 
about it.'' And I slammed the door in her face, and I haven't 
seen Mrs. Hord since. 
Q. Did you read the letter f 
A. Tes, sir; I read ·the letter. 
Q. Are you familiar with Mr. Wooter's handwriting' 
A. Yes. 
Q. Was it in his handwriting7 
A. Absolutely. 
Q. Mr. Wooters testified that there were several men who 
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came to see you at your various apartments, one of them was 
Dave Williams Y 
A. Dave Williams and his wife are my closest friends. They 
have taken me out on numerous occasions, him and his wife, 
when I was sick for an automobile ride. I also sew for his 
wife. They are from Charlotte :Courthouse. 
· Q. Did you ever have any improper relations· 
page 79 ~ with Dave Williams. 
A. Absolutely not. 
Q. How about a man named Jefferson 1 
A. He is a custo:q1er in the shop, also a friend of ~ir. and 
Mrs. Williams, I am very fond of them; they are all friends 
of mine. 
Q. Di~ he ever come to see you Y 
A. Never put his foot in my house. 
Q. How about a man named, I believe, call him Dick Wil-
liams! , 
A. That is Mr. Peters' bnother-in-law. 
Q. Well, did he ever come to see you alone at your apart-
ment! 
A. I have had several card parties, Dr. Wingiield's friends 
and my friends would be present. I had two boarders at the 
time, Mr. Johnson and 1\f.r. Redfern; Miss Smith, from Ash-: 
land, and Miss Traynham,-both bookkeepers iat the fra-
ternity house. I don't dance but these three girls do. He cante 
around several nights and danced with them. We were all 
good friends. 
Q. Were you ever alone in your apartment with Dick Wil-
liams? 
. A. No . 
. Q. Have you ever -been out with Percy .Smith? 
A. No. 
Q. Wooters testified that you made some statement about 
Percy Smith. What was it (looking at transcript) Y ''That 
you wouldn't g·o out with that damn stallion.'' Did you ever 
make any such remark? 
page 80 ~ A. I never made any such remark. 
Q. What is your disagreement with l\1:r. Smith? 
A. It is no disagreement at all. I just don't like Mr. Smith 
coming in the ,shop; and I asked Mr. Peters to clean for him 
at the shop instead of his bringing his clothes in my shop~ I 
don't like his attitude when he comes in the shop, he tries to 
be mushy. · · 
Q. What do you mean by "mushy," familiar with you Y 
A. No. He will come in and, it is a whole lot of soft talk 
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and foolishness. like that that I don't like around. my business 
place. 
Q. Do you remember Mr. Wooters telling you in the pres-
ence of ~Ir. Shelton about his being offered one hundred 
dollars to testify! 
A. I do, and he came to me and told me about it. 
Q. Did he ask Mr. Shelton's advice about the thing? 
A. He did. 
Q. Did Mr. Shelton advise Wooters to try to entrap Mr. 
Ingram? · 
A. He advised him to take the money and bring· it over to 
him and let him hold the money. 
Q. Well, as a result of your planning to entrap him did 
anything happen; did you actually trap Mr. Ingram? 
A. He went to Mr. Ingram the second time, from what he 
told me and 1\fr. Shelton, to get the money, and Mr. Ingram, 
told him he would rather not give him the money. 
page 81 ~ Mr. Wooters asked him for a written statement 
for this n1oney. Tie said, "No", he would rather 
not give him a written statement, he 'vould give him the cash 
if he would frame n1e. That is the remark that he brought to 
me, and also made it before Mr. Shelton and I both. 
Q. Mrs. Ingram, what is your average income where you 
work! 
A. Well, I gave you a state of that in the winter months. 
I get frmn three and a half to four dollars a week. In the 
summer months I think it averages ar·ound six and seven a 
· week; with the con1petition in that block the cleaning business 
if flat at 35c a garment. The cleaners have moved right in 
front of n1y place, now. 
Q. Do you have any other income except the alimony which 
Mr. Ingram has been paying you? 
A. No. 
Q. Do y:ou know what Mr. IngTam's income is at the Chesa-
peake and Ohio f 
~ No, he has never told n1e. · He refuses to tell it. 
Q. Do you know how many tenants the present Mrs. Arthur 
Ingram has in the house in Barton Heig·hts! 
A. Mr. and 1\{rs. W. E. Broaddus, Jr., upstairs. 1\fr. E. E. 
Willey is there, also. ·E. E .. Willey. is on the first flo1or. She 
has servants. 
page 82 ~ Q. Is the present Mrs. Arthur Ingram 'vorking·? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Do you need this money which 1\fr. Ingram has been pay-
ing you as alimony for your support and maintenance? 
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A. I have no other way of making my living. I am not able 
to stand on my feet any more. Dr. Oppenhimer, Jr., will come 
and tell you that. I am expecting an operation; these depo-
sitions has held my operation off. 
Q. ~Ir. Wooters testified that your brother, Clements Ar-
vin, was at your home one time weeping because of y:our con-
duct with J. D. "Dick" Williams Y 
A. That is untrue. 
Q. Did your brother visit you at your various homes in 
Richmond? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Did he ever make any statements to you· ·about your 
conduct with :other men Y 
A. No. ~{r. Shelton has a letter some place that he says he 
will find where this brother wrote me Mr. Ingram has offered 
him money to go against me. And he can produce that letter, 
I am sure. 
Q. Is your brother livingY 
A. ·Yes, sir. He lives in l{eysville. 
Q·. Can't you get him to testify to that? 
A. We are no longer on good terms because I objected to 
him going with a woman whom I thought was an improper 
woman.· 
page 83 ~ Q. Now, is there anything· further you want to 
say in this caseY 
A. I don't know that it is. 
And further this deponent saith not. 
The signature of this witness is waived by agreement of 
counsel. · 
page 84 ~ By ag-reement of counsel the further taking of 
these depositions is continued to May 23, 1936, at 
10:00 A.M. at the law office of Herman A. Cooper, American 
National Bank Building, R.ichmond, Virginia. 
Stenog·rapher's Note: 
ROBERT C. LYNE, 
Commissioner in Chancery. 
(The following· depositions to.be taken on May 23, 1936, wiU 
be taken by another stenographer and be presided over by 
a different commissioner.) 
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page 85 } State of Virginia, 
City of Richmond, to-wit: 
I, Robert C. Lyne, a Commissioner in Chancery of the Cir-
cuit Court of the City of Richmond, in the State aforesaid, do 
certify that the foreg·oing depositions of A'rthur A. Ingram, 
Percy C. Wooters, A. C. Redfern, Dan W. Duling, Mrs. P. E. 
Powers, Dr. Guy B. Creasy, Mrs. L. M. Farriss, Mrs. L. G. 
Watts, M. Halen Shelton and Bessie C. Ingram, were duly· 
talren and sworn to before me at the times and place therein 
set forth; and further that the signatures to the foregoing 
depositions were waived, with the exception of the witness 
Percy C. Wooters. 
Given under my hand this the 11 til day of J nne, 1936. 
page 86 ~ 
ROBERT C. LYNID, 
Commissioner in ~Chancery. 
DEPOSITIONS. 
Filed June 12, 1936. 
Pursuant to agreement by counsel for both parties to this 
suit, the depositions hereto attached were duly taken before 
me, Willis C. Pulliam, a Commissioner in Chancery of the 
Hustings .Court, Part II, of the city of Richmond, Virginia, 
in the office of Herman A. Cooper, Esq., Attorney for Mrs. 
Bessie '0. Ingr:am, 311 Southside-Ameriean Building, Rich-
mond, Virg·inia, on the 23d day of 1\IIay, 1936, at ten o'clock 
A. ~L, the said deposit1ons having been continued from a pre-
'Vious hearing in the office of Robert Lyne, Commissioner, in 
the ~Iutual Building, in the City of Richmond, Virginia, the 
said depositions to be read as evidence in behalf of the com-
plainant in a certain suit in equity wherein Bessie C. Ingram 
is the complainant and Arthur Ing·ram is the defendant, all 
signatures to said depositions being waived by consent of 
counsel for both parties. 
Present: Herman A. Cooper, counsel for complainant. 
Complainant in person. · 
Charles E. }rfaurice, counsel for defendant. 
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page 87 ~ The witness, 
MRS. SUSIE SOUTHWORTH, 
having been first duly sworn, deposeth and saith as follows: 
Examination by Herman A. Cooper, counsel f!Or Mrs. 
Ingram. 
l.Q. Will you state your name, whether you are over twelb 
ty-one, your residence and occupation. 
A. 1\irs. Susie South,vorth, over twenty-one, 3307 East 
Marshall Street, machine :Operator at P. Lorillard Company .. 
2.Q. Mrs. Southworth, do you know ~irs. Bessie Ingram¥ 
A. Yes sir. 
3.Q. How long have you known her? 
A.. Around eight years. 
4. Q. Where did you first know her¥ 
A.. She moved in the apartment house with me. 
5.Q. About eight years ago. 
A.. Yes sir. 
6.Q. Row long did you and Mrs. Ingram live in the same 
apartment house¥ 
A. Around two years. 
7.Q. Were she and Mr. Ingram, tog·ether then as man and 
wife? 
A. No sir. 
8.Q. Did you ever have occasion to visit Mrs. Ingram. 
A. Yes, I nursed her, through Dr. Wingiield. 
9.Q. How long? 
A. She was sick around fifteen days or two weeks, even 
longer. 
page 88 r lO.Q. Did you ever have occasion to have visitc(l 
her before and after the nursing? 
A. Yes, we became friends and I visited her constantly. 
ll.Q. Did you ever call on her without first letting her 
know you were coming· 7 
A. Always. 
12.Q. By that you mean that you dropped in on her Y 
A. Yes, I never notified her in any case. 
13.Q. Did you ever see any men in her apartment? 
A. I did not. 
14.Q. Did you ever visit her at night? 
A. Yes. 
15.Q. Did you visit her in the daytime' 
~- She worked in the day, mo~t of the day, and sometimes 
late at night. 
16.Q. Do you know a man named Percy \VootersY 
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A. I met him once, throug-h Mrs. Ingram. 
17.Q. Where? 
A. We were sitting· on the porch and she called me out, they 
passed. 
18.Q. Who called you out? 
A. Mrs. Ingram called me out, right in front of the hQuse. 
19.Q. To meet who? 
A. Mr. and Mrs. Wooters. 
20.Q. Did you ever see }.fr. Wooters after that? 
A. Passing the street. 
21.Q. Passing by your apartment 7 
A. Yes. 
page 89 ~ 22.Q'. Did you ever see him in the apartment 
house7 
A. No sir. 
23.Q. What is the address of the apartment house? 
.A. 419 West Grace .Street. 
24.Q. Did l\frs. Ingran1 move away first or you Y 
A. I moved away. 
25.Q. Do you know about how long she stayed Y 
A. No. 
26.Q. After you moved away did you ever visit her? 
A. Yes. 
27. Q. Very often? 
A. Well occasionally 
28.Q. Did you ever visit her after that without telling her 
y10u were coming? 
A. Yes. 
29.Q. Did you see any men in the home where she then 
lived 7 
A. No sir. 
30.Q. Has Mr. Wooters telephoned you recently? 
A. Yes sir, this morning. 
31.0. What was the purpose of the telephone call? 
A. He wanted to know if I would tell him somethin9,' about 
}.frs. Ingram and I replied no. I told him that I knew noth-
ing about Mrs. Ingram but the very best. 
32.0. Was tha.t after you were summoned to testify? 
A. Yes. 
33.0. Do you know ~Irs. Ingram's general reputation? 
A. Yes. 
. 34.Q. Is it g·ood or bad? 
page 90 ~ A. Good. 
35.Q. Well now have you seen her very fre-
quently in the last few years? 
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A. Well not very offen. · 
36.Q. Well then your testimony that you know her reputa-
tion was for three years, and not very recently Y 
A. Yes, sir. 
37.Q. Was that the first three years of the eight years that 
you have known her? 
A. Yes. 
38..Q. So then for the last four of five years you have not 
been in close enough contact with her to say what her gen-
eral reputation is 1 
A. No. 
39.Q. Have you visited her recently~ 
A. It has been about eighteen months. 
40.Q. On the 1occasion of your last visit, did you see any 
men in her apartment¥ 
A. No, sir. 
4l.Q. J\tirs. Southworth, hav.e you ever been employed as a 
practical nurse 1 
A. Yes. 
42.Q. At the time you nursed Mrs. Ingram, do you know 
what her trouble wasT 
A. Yes, she had a kidney infection. 
43.Q. Did she also have some gall bladder troubleT 
A. Yes. 
44.Q. Do you know whether she went to Norfolk to confer 
'vith so1ne Doctors abotl.t her case? 
page 91 ~ A. No, I don't. 
45.Q. Do you know whether she went to N1or- -
folk at all? 
A. No, I do not. 
CROSS EXAMINATION. 
By 1\'Ir. Charles E. ~Iaurice, counsel for 1\'Ir. Ingram. 
46.Q. Mrs. Southworth, did you have any boarders at any 
time you maintained your apartment? 
A. Yes, sir. 
47.Q. ·What were their names, do you know Y 
A. I bad three ladies and two gentlemen, a"Mr. Ed. Palmer, 
and Mr. George Jordan, they were old bachelors. · 
48.Q. A.bout ho'v old do you think they were? 
A. About my age, forty-seven or forty-eight years old. . 
49.Q. Do you know anything about Mr. Jordan having re-
ceived any gifts or prese·nts or clothing from Mrs. Ingram 1 
A. No, sir. · 
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50.Q. How long has it been, Mrs. Southworth, since you 
were intimately connected or associated ·with Mrs. Ingram 7 
A. I belie'\Te about five. years, yes, just about five years. 
5l.Q. I take it from that that you know nothing about her 
conduct, or how she has been conducting herself, for the last 
five years? 
A. That is right. 
And further this deponent saith not. 
page 92 }- State of Virginia, 
City of Richmond, to-wit: 
I, Willis C. Pulliam, a ·Commissioner in Chancery of the 
Hustings Court, Part II, of the City 10f Richmond, in the state 
of Virginia, do certify that the foregoing depositions were 
duly taken and sworn to before me at the time, place and for 
the purpose above mentioned. 
Given under my hand this 9th day of June, 1936. 
WILLJ:.S C. PULLIAM, 2:· 
Commissioner in Chancery of the Hustings ·{~ 
10ourt, Part II, of the City of Richmond, Vir- ' 
ginia. 
page 93 r Arthur A. IngTam, Complainant, 
v. 
Bessie C. Ingram, Defendant. 
DEORE.E. 
Entered 1\fay 19th, 1937. 
To the Honorable Ernest H. Wells, Judge of the said Court: 
This cause can1e on this day to be heard on the petition duly 
filed l1erein on 1viarch 5, 1936, by Arthur A. Ing·ram praying 
that the decree heretofore entered on the 12th day of Feb-
ruary, 1935, requiring A;rthur A. Ingram to pay as alimony to 
Bessie C. Ingram the sum of $22.50 per month, be set aside 
and annulled and said petitioner relieved from the payment 
thereof; upon· the depositions duly taken on behalf of the said 
Arthur A. Ingram in support thereof and the depositions of 
Bessie C. Ingram opposing said petition; upon the evidence, . 
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depositions·, and exhibits heretofore filed and the entire rec-
ord in this cause ; and 'vas argued by counsel. 
Upon consideration whereof the court is of opinion that 
the petitioner Arthur A. Ingram is entitled to the relief 
prayed for in his petition filed herein on March 5, 1936, and 
doth therefore, ADJUDGE, ORDER-, and DECREE that the 
decree heretofore entered in this cause on the 12th dav of 
February, 1935, in so far as it requires the payment of ali-
mony by the said Arthur A.. Ingram be set aside and an-
nulled and that the said Arthur A.. Ingram be relieved from 
the further payment thereof. 
Nothing further remaining to be done in this cause, it is 
ORDERED that the same be stricken from the docket and 
placed among- the ended causes. 
page 94 ~ I, Annie I. DuVal, Cl~rk of the Hustings Court, 
Part II, of the City of Richmond, do certify. that 
the foregoing is a true transcript of the record, and that the 
plaintiff had notice of the intention of the defendant to apply 
for the same. 
Given under my hand this 5th day of October, 1937. 
Fee for Transcript, $25.00. 
A. I. DuVAL, Clerk. 
A Copy-Teste: 
M. B. WATTS, C. C. 
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